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The Code of Criminal Procedure 1898 


(India) 


222. (1) The charge shall contain such particulars 

as to the time and ^-lace of the alleged offence, and the 
person (if any) against v/hom, or the thing (if any) in 
respect of which, it was committed, as are reasonably 
sufficient to give the accused notice of the matter with 
which he is charged. 

(2) When the accused is charged with criminal breach 
of trust or 1[dishonest misappropriation of money or other 
movable property, it shall be sufficient to specify the 
gross sum or, as the case may b", describe the movable 
property] in respect of which the offense is alleged to 
have been committed, and the dates between which the 
offense is alleged to have been committed, without speci¬ 
fying particular items or exact dates, and the charge so 
framed shall be deemed to be a charge of one offense within 
the meaning of section 234: 

t 

Provided that the time included between the first and 
last of such dates shall net exceed one year. 


234. (1) When a person is accused of more offenses than 
one of the same kind committed within the space of twelve 
months from the first to the last of such offences, -*-[whethe 
in respect of the same person or not], he may be charged 
with, and tried at one trial for, any number of them not 
exceeding three. 

(2) Offences are of the same kind when they are punish¬ 
able with the same amount of punishment under the same 
section of the Indian Penal Code or of any special or 
local law: 

2 . 

[Provided that, for the purpose of this section, an 

offense punishable under section 379 of the Indian*Penal 
Code shall be deemed to be an offense of the same kind as 
an offense punishable under section 380 of the said Code 
and that an offense punishable under any section of the 
Indian Penal Code, or of any special or local law, shall be 
deemed to be an offense of the same kind as an attempt to 
commit such offense, when such an attempt is an offense.] 


1 Sub3. by Act of 1964, s.3, for certain words. 
^ Ins. by Act 18 of 1923, s.62. S\ 

ft-153 









235. (1) If, in one series of acts so connected together 

as to form the same transaction, more offenses than one are 
committed by the same person, he may be charged with, and 
tried at one trial for, every such offense. 

(2) If the acts alleged constitute an offense falling 
within two or more separate definitions of any law in force 
for the time being by which offenses are defined or punished, 
the person accused of them may be charged with, and tried 

at one trial for, each of such offenses. 

(3) If several acts, of which one or more than one 
would by itself or themselves constitute an offense, con¬ 
stitute when combined a different offense, the person accused 
of them may be charged with, and tried at one trial for, the 
offense constituted by such acts when combined, and for any 
offense constituted by any one, or more, of such acts. 

(4) Nothing contained in this section shall affect the 
Indian Penal Code, section 71. 
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theory or;- s.11 (separate and coordinate branches of 
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gov rnment. I cay in th <>ry because I know that 
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Congress is exercising certain functions with respoet 
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to the r;'v ruJ'33 of eva h-.nco in which the Tir.vss 

• • «• j -i* ?J 
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report? they are trying to assert cor.fr. - .t* l 
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control of the-, judiciary. 1 think that may be a 
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little bit of mi ureporting on the pare of the How 
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Deer. India have the sano governmental 
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separation of pov/ers? 

• 
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THE WITNESS: Yes, the same separation of. 
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13 

powers.. yes. 



14 

THE MAGISTRATE : The magistrate who heart 3 
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15 

thv.ee matters is a pert of thjudicial branch? 



1G 

THE WITNESS: IIo in a part of the judicial 



17 

branch. Before the separation he was a part of 



18 

the. executive branch, but after the separation ho has 



19 

become a part of the judicial branch. 



20 

THE MAGISTRATE: Thank you. 



21 

T1IE WITNESS: If you will kindly permit ms, 


1 

22 

I veild like to point Section 222, sub-clauso 2, of 

• 


23 

the Criminal Procedure Code. This relates to the 
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24 

query of the learned Court, with, respect to there 
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being t-hrte different charges in the case. 
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THE MAGISTRATE: Proceed. 

j 



3 

THE WITNESSs Anything else? 

"i 

1 

1 



4 

THE MAGISTRATE: What dees Section 222.2 




5 

say? ' * 

1 



G 

THE WITNESS: This says: "When the accused 

1 

i 

i 
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iu charged with cc : ml*' 1 breech of trust or die honest 

: 



8 

misappropriation of money or other movable property 




9 

it shell b -3 sufficient to specify tha gross cum or. 




10 

as the c- ' may La, describe* the movable proparty in 

■*< 

! 



11 

respect of it, the offense is alleged to have been 

* 1 
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committed and the dates between which the offense is 

% 
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13 

ell aged to have bo-a committed without specifying 

j 



14 

particular irons or exact date3 and the charge so 

j 



15 

framed shall ha do.mnd to be a charge of one offense 




16 

oil.Lin thi meaning of Section 234, provided that the 




17 

time included between the first and last of such 




18 

days shall net exceed one year." 




19 

THE MAGISTRATE: A3 I understand it, one 




20 

of tho issuer loft open by Judg Duffy — and I 




21 

believe o my own opinion — was whether or not — 




22 

thin in quite an issue within the varicuG states of 

• 
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the United Stat a — it is a separate embezzlement 

• 
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each tina any moneys are removed or whether the 
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embozzlenent nry bn treated as on*i continuing act 
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no th~.r the entire thing is cne crimo. Appsr ntly in 
India it can L>« treated as a single overall off nso 
provided that the tine involved dees net exceed one 
year. 

Co-ntly, if the offense is charged 
to have occur rv d over e. purled of morn than on?, year, 
it hea to ba at least two offenses, and if it is 1 ore 


than two years it has to bo at least three offenses. 


BY MR. LOUIS STEINBERG: 


q Is that correct? 

A I will state the position. 

THE MAGISTRATE: All right. 

THE WITNESS: Again, the position in India 
is like- this: that every act of misappropriation 
is a separate offonao, but ell these offenses can ho 
tried together provided that there are not more than 
threa charge sheets, provided that, each cf the charge 
ohov-fce dots not relate to a period of more than 1?. 
months. 

Q Lot mo ask ycu, please, can these cases 
that ycu heard -- and you arc. sitting here all morning 
can they la treated tz continuous cour;-! cf conduct 
under Indian law? 

MR. SACOV/r.KY: I object to th.; question, 

/V-IS9 
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as t> the form and that it'n really quite contrary to 
wlrit the witness has juot said, an a natter cf fact. 

T1IE MAGISTRATE: Well, I would Ilk'S, if I 
might, Mr. Steinberg, to rephrase that question to 
it a littl .> clearer to tho witnoas, what wo 
are concern-ad with. 

MR. LOUIS STEINBERG: Sure. 


TDK MAGISTRATE: If you assume for the 
seko of argument that a limitations period of either 
Indian 1 w or American law came into effect so as to 
cut off earlier periods of', years, but not the latei 
period, the last f n; months, if this was to b» the 
C'.:c in India, would you lx> allowed to try a defend¬ 
ant — this is hypothetical — would you be allowed 
to try a defendant on the theory that the entire 
offense is a single continuing offense, and «inca 
the. latter portion of it is net. barred by laches or 
a limitations period, that is, the- whole thing car. 
be considered an one? 


THE WITNESS: Ko, that would not be. 
q Now, is there any statute cf limitations 

und«r the penal law cr tha Code of Crinii. al Procedure 
pertaining to the cane at bar under Indian law? 

A Pardon? 


A-isJ 
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0 Under Indian law in there any statute of 

'V y 

limitation:', which would bar prosecution? 

A i/o, th^re is no limitation applicable to 
criminal prosecutions in India. 

0 la there any statutory prevision which 

would bar pror_cution u *d r any th .cry of law? 

A No. 

Q Let's say, for o ample, under the theory of 
laches, unreasonable delay. 

A No, even cn that seers tho prosecution cannot 
bo barred. It's only after the trial in over that 
the Court can c*;: ^ider if the accused ha« b?*.n h ».ndi- 
cappf.d in his defense cn account of lapse of tinva and 
considering the whole picture j.-thcr, the Court 
might consider that the accused is net guilty cn 


merits of tho case. 


Q New, I have only one further question to 


ask you. 

A If I have tho permission of tho learned 
Court, there is a cane of our Supremo Court. It is 
tho latest case cn the point, of limitations. On 
the point cf limitations, tho latest case on t.he 
f object. is Assistant Customs Collector Bombay vs. 

L.R. Mf lweni (All India Reporter, 1970, Supremo Court, 
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Cf5 17 Nand-cron3 

CROSS:? EXAMINATION 
BY HR. RADOWSKY: 

Q Mr. NanJ, in your testimony yesterday you 

referred to an earlier investigation of Mr. Jhiracl. 

Do you recall that? 

A Yc3, sir. 

o And do you know what that early investig¬ 
ation van about? 

HR. LOUIS STEINBERG: I object to this 
because it goes outside the Units of the case at 
bar. 

THE MAGISTRATE: It nay. I can't toll as 
yet. I will give hin some latitude in that direction, 

Mr.. Steinberg. 

I v:ould have thought that Mr. S ado wsky 
would not want to go back to the earlier case, but 
I will allow hin a little leeway. 

HR. LOUTS STEINBERG: I an trying to spare 
everybody and to get out as soon ao we can. 

the MAGISTRATE: I think objections are 
taking up more tine than the answers would have. 

So answer the question, Ur. Hand, if you know. 

THE WITRRRE: That case was not i.nvostig- 

\< ( -f"~ /"sT/ > 

ated by ne, but all I J.now,\that it pretends to Mr. 
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2 

Jhirnd's engaging in private trade ana business by 




(ii'-:cut r\ t / 

•% 


3 

doing specialize work in stock and share. 



4 

0 Didn't it have to do with making long- 

» 

! 


5 

distance telephone colls from the Government office? 

i 


5 

It appears in those documents* I wish 7. could 

5 i 


7 

£7nd it very guickly, but you don't know that it voulc* 



8 

be the cace? 



9 

A I don't remember. It v,-33 another thing 

I 


10 

that he was found to have lost ten la..ns of rupees 

• : 


11 

in the speculation. 



U 

p !!r. Hand, were'any charges brought against 

• j 

! 


13 

Hr. Jhirad in connection with that investigation? 

* 


14 

A Ye.s, departmental proceedings were dravn 

i 


15 

up against him. 

1 

1 

16 

Q And — 


I 

17 

A And they wore pending when he left the 



18 

country and came over here. 



19 

Q You mean there are charges pending against 



20 

him in connection —~ when did that investigation 



21 

take place? 



22 

A 19G3. 

• 


23 

q There were charges brought up against hin? 

• 

j 

24 

A Yes, departmental. 



25 

0 Dep..pi 4nf! ntal charges whore? 

A-I4I 
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1 



2 

A Delhi. 




3 

Q Do you have any document tending to show 




4 

that there was such charges brought up against 1m:? 

i 



S 

A Not here. I will look into the records 




6 

with no. There may be some reference to that. 




7 

X an not very sure about that. 




8 

Q Art; you sure that there wort; charges 




9 

brought up against him? 




10 

A Yes. 

| 



11 

TIIF. MAGISTRATE: I think you better clarify 

• 



12 

what departmental proceedings mean. It sounds 

• 



13 

Viko. it if; administrative rather than judicial. 



. 

14 

q vias it an administrative hearing? 

i 



IS 

A Yes. 

j 



16 

THE MAGISTRATE: Mr. Sadkowsky, I allow'd 




17 

you a certain amount of leeway with thi3. I thin . 




18 

we are now getting too deeply into a completely 




19 

different matter. 




20 

MR. SADOWSKY: I on about ready to leave 




21 

it. 

i 



22 

Q Did you not say in your affidavit, which 

• 



23 

is marked as Exhibit B, that in connection with that 

• 



24 

investigation Mr. Jhirad's passjort was impounded? 

■ 

i 



25 

A Yes. 

i 
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Nand-cross 


2 q What do you mean impounded? 

3 A Impounded weans the authority that issued 

0 

4 the passport, the chief passport officer had inferred 

CCH^C-X _ . , , . r- 

5 all the *jei. ports that passport was not valid, ana if 

6 it was presented, it should be returned, and all the* 

7 missions abroad, Irvdi in Missions abroad, all trie 

0 Embassies abroad vrere also informed of this decision 
9 of the Government. 

10 0. Was the passport taken from him? 

11 A I already explained. I was not the 

12 investigating officer. *_ Therefore I do not 


krtov?. 


hut lot we ask you this, .Mr. gand. 

Is thi3 the passport to which vqu referred 


in your affidavit? 


A hot me soo that affidavit. 


0 Yes. 


(Handing.) 

A Yes, this appears to be the same passport. 
THE MAGISTRATE: Would vou nark that for 


identification. 


ME. SADOV’SKY: I would like to offer it. 


Till’ V.’ITYKSS: I would make a submission 


here, that T did not have the serial number. That 


■A-I6S 










Nancl-crocs 


not available to me 


mentioned .it here 


AGISTRATE 


snno pa 


LAGIGTRATE 


and it would be marked as Exhibit C , and show it to 


.ny objection 


;r. Steinberg and see if he ha 


TiTi. LOUIE GTEIKBEPG: I have no objection 


being received ac a respondent's exh.ibi 


hat I vjant to call’ the. Court's attention to 


14 1962, and is marked "canceled 


Yes, we know that 


THE MAGISTRATE 


Mbit C 


(Respondent '3 Exhibit C was received in 


THU MAGISTRATE: Let me look at thi 


MR. SADOvTEY: Y 


Mr. Hand, vou mentioned 


THE MAGI 


24 something about 1965 with respect to this jjassper 


THE WITMFSSi YC3 


















Hand-cross 


14 7 


cpl 

MR. SADOV’SKY: I can ttsll you. 

THE WITNESS: A new passport must have 
L..vn issu.d to him. 

HR. SADOWEKY: I will develop that. 

THE MAGISTRATE: In any event, this passport 
\ xpired pri-wr to the. time hr loft India. 

Proceed. 

BY MR. SADOWGKY: 

0 This Exhibit B for identification you 

referred to the fact that a news pn«3pcrt wan issued 
to Mr. 0 air ad in July, 19C6; is that correct, Mr. 

Hand? 

A Yen. 

Q Now, I vent to ask you if this is the new 

passport that was issued to Mr. Jhirad (handing)? 

A well, it appears to ba the same unless it 
is forged or something. 

q Dean it have the smno number? 

A It has the same number. 

Q As the one that you said was issued to 

him? 

A Yen. Unless it is a forged thing that 
only the issuing authority can say. 


It appears to be genuine as the same pass- 
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hcr.g Jhirad - cross 356 

0 Now, that, you alr,o attracted 

meetings of the World Jewish Congress. 

A That Ip so. 

0 Nov;, when did you first attend a 
ire- -ting of a World Jewish Congress? 

A The* first tin3 I at Vend ..d a r.r eting of 

the World Jewish Congress was sonetim? in April 
of 1957 in London. 

o After April, 1957 hew many meetings of 
the World Jewish Congrres did you attend? 

A I attended again in 1959. That was 
the plenary session of the. World Jewish Cong re an 
which was hold in Stockholm. I think I attended 
a council nr - ting in 1960 of the congress and 
perhaps again in 1961; then again in I960. 

0 So that there were three or four 
meetings before 1966 that you attended; is that 
correct? 

A That’3 correct. 

0 Now, I call upon you to hand to his 
Honor the letters of invitation or copies of 
tho mootings which started from 1957 to I960 and 
before th-®) meeting on July 31, 1966. 

A These documents I had left in India, and 

H7 
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understand in India they constitute separate 

offences. 

MR. LOUIS STEINBERG: No, that isn't 

whnt our expert ''ven testified to. 

On?. ninut«. I can clear it up because 



he is here, and 1 vi.31 call him bach. 

TIER MAGISTRATE: This is argument. If 
he want fl to arguo on Indian la^, he mav argue. 

Would you cars to r.hod come light on this, 

Mr. Mehta? 







MR. MEHTA: While applying the Law of 


13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


Limitations tinder the United States Law, the 
acts of embezzlement in this case have to be 
seen under the United States Law ns well. If 
these embezzlements are examined under Indian 
Law, there is no lav; of limitation. It would not 
b? right that the law of limitations of United 
Stater should be applied examining th« quality 
of embezzlements in Indian law. 

The laying of different charge shunts 
is a matter of procedure for the convenience of 
both the prosecution and the defense. 

Ism I clear? 


THE MAGISTRATE: I understand the argument. 


A-itt 
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,1 

I ) 

14 



Oleg 


Jhirad-direct 


gerator, a 14 cubic foot refrigerator, a l4 cubic 

/ 

foot freezer, an oven, silverware, - silverware for 
two dozen; two sets of servers for 12 people. 

I 

I hod dining room crockery, silverware, 
beer mugs; 1 had personal clothing; my wife’s clothing 
my children's clothing; bed linen, table linen. 

q Did you take all of your clothes when 

you left India? 

A No. I could only -- I went by air, and 
since we were returning I Just took the rec isit 
amount which you can carry-by air. 


there? 


Did you leave all of your other clothes 


Yes, in fact, I left my establishment 


of servants there right until the month of January 

1967. | 

q Did you leave any cash in India? 1 

A Yes, I had some cash which was left which 

must have been about 30 or 40 thousand rupees; I 

left it with my sister. 

THE MAGISTRATE: I have forgotten the 

value of a rupee in terms of a dollar. / 

Will you give it to me? / 

• / 

MR SADQWSKY: Well, it depends on whic.h 

A-16? 












Oleg 


Jhirad-direct 


exchange rate. Using the exchange rate at that time? 
THE MAGISTRATE: At that time. 

THE WITNESS: At that time it was about 
four and a half a piece to a dollar or five a piece j 


to a dollar. 


that time? 


the time. 


That v.’ould be about — 

About $10,000. 

Incidentally, you were practicing law at 


Yes, sir, very much practicing law at 


Q ‘Did you adjourn any of your cases in 
view of the trip? 

A Yes, when I came to know I was going, 

.. 

in the month of June itself when most courts pro¬ 
ceed on vacation, I had all my cases adjourned 

until after the middle of October. 

MR. SADOWSKY: I am now referring, your 

Honor, to exhibit 104, and this is the new affidavit 
or statement, or whatever, of Admiral Nair. 

Q Mr. Jhirad, you previously testified 
that you had no conversation with Admiral Nair in 


1965 . 


MR. SADOWSKY: Once again, your Honor, 

tf-17 O 
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previous hearing that you attended the World Jewish 
Congress in Brussels? 

A Yes. 

Q And it was your practice to attend those 
meetings regularly? 

A Yes. 

Q Frequently? 

A The first time I began to attend this 

meeting was in 1957. After that I was invited, and 

I went there almost every meeting, and I certainly 
went in 1959, 

' t 

I went to all the plenary meetings, ar.d 
in 1959 I remember there was a plenary meeting, and 
between 1959 and 1966 there were several executive 
committee meetings which I attended. 

MR.SADOWSKY: I now offer in evidence a 
letter you received from Judge Solomon. 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

THE MAGISTRATE: Show it to Mr. Steinberg. 

MR. LOUIS STEINBERG: I object to this as 
irrelevant material and incompetent. 

THE MAGISTRATE: Well, the objection at 
the present time would be more simply on the basis 
that no foundation has been laid for it However -- 

Ml\ 















1 8 leg 


Jhirad-direct 


r 

, ^ 


2 MR. LOUIS STEINBERG: It has no bearing 

3 on the issue that has been remanded, your Honor. 

4 THE MAGISTRATE: Well, let's at least 

5 get the foundation for the document laid. 

6 BY THE MAGISTRATE: 

1 Q Did you receive a letter on October of 

8 1966 from Federal District Judge Solomon in Oregon? 

9 A Yes. 

10 

Q And is this document which has been 
11 offered that letter? 

^ This is that l,etter. 

Q And d0 you recognize his signature on the 


letter? 


Yes, I recognize his signature. 


16 

Q Is that Judge Solomon's signature? 

17 . 

A That is Judge Solomon's signature. 

THE MAGISTRATE: Now, what do you see 
the relevance of this letter as being, Mr. Sadowsky* 

20 

MR. SADOWSKY: On two issues, your Honor 

21 

we are trying to establish a course of 
22 conduct that for Mr. Jhirad to have left for Brussels 

33 at that time of year for that particular Congress was 
24 a routine and ordinary thing, coupled with the further 
fact that this is another indication, among others 

ft- 1 72 - 
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BlCg 


Jhirad-direct -cross 


that he lived openly and notoriously abroad. 

THE MAGISTRATE: For these purposes I 
will allow the document to be admitted in evidence 
What letter shall we give this? 

Well, let's coll this AA. 

(Marked Respondent's exhibit AA in 
evidence.) 


Steinberg? 


THE MAGISTRATE: Cross-examination, Mr. 


MR. LOUIS STEINBERG: Yes. 


CROSS-EXAMINATION 
BY MR. LOUIS STEINBERG: 


Q Mr. Jhirad, you went to attend the World 
Jewish Congress in Brussels? 

A That is quite right. 

Q How long did the Congress last? 

A As far os I remember, it went on for 
about 9 to 10 days, os far as my memory serves me. 
q But you did not go back to India? 

A No, I did not. 

Q Instead of that you went where? 

A After I left Brussels I went to Geneva. 

Q Switzerland? 

A Switzerland, that is right. 

A-173 
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Jhirad-cross 


nil 


did you first decide you were going to Israel? 

THE WITNESS: About that time, about 
January 19 & 7 . 

THE MAGISTRATE: Once you had thought 
about it you went fairly rapidly? 

THE WITNESS: That is right. 

Q But at that time you also didn't intend 
to go back to India? 

A Obviously. Once I decided to go to 
Israel I made up my mind not to go back to India. 

Q And at one point you also decided to 
abandon your residence in'Israel, is that right? 

A That is right, I decided to come here, 

A 

that's right. 

Q And you decided to come to America? 

A That's so. 

Q Now what happened to all of your cases? 

A What cases? 

Q You said you left a large number of 

cases in Indio. 

MR.SADOWSKY: He didn't soy that, Mr. 

Steinberg. 

THE MAGISTRATE: He testified he put 
over a certain number of cases until the fall of 1966 

<4-17+ 
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THE WITNESS: Yes. 

•1 

3 

THE MAGISTRATE: What become of them? 

1 

• • 

V < \ 

4 

T112 WITNESS: I tell you, since I had 

i ' s 

V./ 

S 

become a senior advocate by May 1966, in all these 

‘ T 

6 

cases I necessarily hod to have a Junior -- 

• 

1 

7 

THE MAGISTRATE: A what? 

I * 

0 

THE WITNESS: A Junior counsel, because 


9 

as a senior advocate you cannot appear in court 


10 

without being breifed by a Junior counsel. So it 

| 

11 

was very easy to tell my Junior counsel, to say 

t 

12 

that "You C8n retain the fee and handle the case." 

• 

13 

q I nee. And when did you tell your Junior 

1 

f 

14 

counsel to retain the cases and keep the fees and 

1 

15 

handle the cases? 

. 1 

16 

A I must have told him -- actually when 

• ) 

17 

I had gone I told him that if I did not return in 

| 

18 

time,'"You can please try to get a further adjourn¬ 


' 19 

ment" -- 

* 

20 

Q You told him -- 

* ’"*» 

21 

THE MAGISTRATE: Don't cut off the 

1 

22 

answer. You haven't heard it all yet. 

• 

23 

MR. LOUIS STEINBERG : All right. 

• 

24 

THE MAGISTRATE: Let's hear the whole 


25 

answer. 

A-ns 
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j 

2 

A 

(Continued) I told him, "If I don't 

• j 

•• 

j 

3 

come in time you micht cet a little adjournment 

t • 

* •• 

i i \ 

4 

for a week 

or so so that I can handle it." 

' 

i 

5 


But when I received a letter from my 

! 

6 

Junior counsel that these cases hod been postponed 

• 

7 

by the Judge himself, that the Judge was unable to 

! 

0 

sit until 

November, that was the time when I told 

1 

1 

9 

him to go 

ahead and to handle the cases himself. 

• 

10 

Q 

Did you communicate with him by letter 

• i 

11 

or by telephone? 

i 

P, 

1 

12 

A 

I communicated with him by letter. 

i 

• i 

• 1 

i 

13 

Q 

Have you got a copy of that? 

i * 

14 

A 

No, I do not have a copy of that letter 

i 

! t 

i 

15 

Q 

Where is a copy of that letter? 

5 i 

•i 

t 

16 

A 

I don't have it with me. 

■ 1 

17 

Q 

Where is it? 

i 

j 

18 

A 

Possibly in Israel. This happened long 


19 

ago. 



20 


THE MAGISTRATE: What is this Junior 

: Q 

21 

cc ‘isel's 

name? I don't think we have ever heard 

• 

22 

that. 


• 

23 


THE WITNESS: Mr. Watel. is the Junior 

• 

24 

counsel. 

• 


25 

i 
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THE MAGISTRATE: What is his first name? 
THE WITNESS: S. L. Wntel. 


j q Whot is his address? 

5 a He lives in Malvianagar. 

G Q So that the only inkling that you gave 

7 your Junior counsel that you might not return was 

8 that you might not return for about a week? 

9 a That is right, because I had engagements 


10 abroad. 


11 

- 

Q 

You had engagements abroad? 

12 


A 

Yes.' I had my clients abroad whose 

13 

work 

I was 

attending to. 

14 


Q. 

Whot engagements? 

15 


A 

I had mentioned a list of the companies 

16 

for 

whom I 

was advising, your Honor - Regie Renault, 

17 

and 

the French group of drilling companies. 

18 



THE MAGISTRATE: The drilling companies? 

19 



THE WITNESS: Drilling companies. 

20 


Q 

These were your clientu 'here, in the 

21 

United States? 

22 


A 

No, in France. 

23 


Q 

But you never did go to France, did you 

24 


A 

Oh, yes, I visited France when I was in 


25 Switzerland a number of times. 
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1 

2 

Q 

So now you went to Brusoels, you went' 

1 

7 

3 

to France, 

you went to Switzerland -- 

4 

) 

■7 

4 

A 

To France I went for a day or so. 

1 " 

5 

Q 

you went to Tel-Aviv? 

1 

) 

j 

G 

A 

That is right. 

| 

l 

7 

Q 

And then you came to the United States? 

; 

.1 

< 

G 

A 

That is right. 

i 

i 

j 

i 

9 


THE MAGISTRATE: This last question has 

J 

•4 

10 

been a very long one. 

i 

• 


* 


11 


THE WITNESS: Yes. 

vj 

•1 

• 

1 

12 


MR. LOUIS STEINBERG: I know I am ex- 
» 

13 

bauoting your patience, and I beg you to forgive 

t • 

1 

» 

14 

me. 


15 

• 

I thinlc you have something on your mind, 

1; 

16 

30 I Will 

stop. 

4 

1 « 

t 

17 


THE MAGISTRATE: I hove something to ask: 1 

| ! 

18 

BY THE MAGISTRATE: 

\ 

13 

Q 

You spoke of the fact that you attended 


20 

a number 

of World Jewish Congresses in earlier years? 


21 

A 

Yes, sir. 

1 

22 

Q 

Did you ever take vacations in other 

1 

• 

23 

Hm #•*,. 

countries 

following those conferences? 

• 

24 

A 

Yen. 


25 

Q 

When and where? 




A-nr 
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1 
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1 

1 

2 

A 

In 1957 in England and Israel. 

•* 

i 

3 

Q 

Where.woo the conference? 

I- 

1 ( '* 

4 

A 

The conference was in London. 

!.| C 

5 

Q 

And you stopped off in Israel on your 

t 

1 

1.1 

® way back? 


7 

A 

Yes. I was in London itself for about 

• i 

0 two or three weeks and I come - I went to Israel. 1 

} 

i 

8 

Q 

How long did you stay in Israel? 

. ! 

1 ». 

1 - 
• i 

10 

A 

I must hove been for a week or ten days. 

[: 

11 

Q 

Any other times? 

:,j : ' 

12 

A 

I used to go Abroad almost every year from 

■ 

13 

1961. 


u 

• M 

14 

Q 

I mean in connection with these World 

•1 

i- 

i" 

IS 

.. j fnke extended vacations 1 

Jewish Congresses did you taice exx.cn K 

1 . 

.. 

16 

following 

any others? 

> f * .* 

• I v * 

i • 

j 

17 

A 

I generally used to combine my vacations 

l 

18 

with them 

• 

i 

19 

Q 

And you would be gone on the average for 

! i 

\ 

20 

how long? 


! V. ./ 

C 

21 

A 

Well, I should 3oy I would normally g^ 

... y 

i 

l 

22 

for about a month because I couldn't take more than 

• 

23 

that tine off when I was with Naval Headquarters. 

! 

• ' 

24 

Q 

When docs the Jewish New year bc-Rin? 

, 

25 

A 

The Jewish New Year begins sometime in 

• 
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^5-Ll5_ 

St 3 t*T»:t of Shri C.L.AJh-.-M 2 n -h >? *= ‘'f >'««» „ 

Low !>i ot,X«,h».-r* Cata Djlhl - ’corded >j/r. ./V -r 
Ir^r •-•ninol case Lt. Vo. -i,3. hired ia cas .* -o. 

15/66 C.I**S I S.^W.I. 

ON S .A. 

Shrt C.LcNijhcwon *trpi:i« Or Vs ? ira. L**' 

D pot, Xanhnro Gate .Zfcilhi. 

£rhs vitot's state that hi *oild .ixa to 
ooposa ia English and as s .ch the stats sent of fo 
witness recorded ic English o :ly) 

I am the prop nei-tor of tho ah vo va .J^nod 
co corn 'dealing in Lav 3ooks since 1937-3 3. 

I fcnor Hr.3.3. hirad ex. Judge Advocate Oanar.l of 
Navy who was my customer far.oi and as Iitro oced 

to :no by o'lo Mr* I>olal cinc©^ • S-» 4 d .Ur* ^olal 
who introd X ed "Jr, Jhirad to ia was an Aovocat; of 
Sombay vho was iry coatonar f or pi a tty> long tivi. 

In June 19c6 said Mr. Jhird can:/CO me and expressed 
desir^ that he waned to s-11 his law . ifceary» 
consisting of many sets and text books, lie a so 

n •** 

1 form®' me that hi^ntod to dispose of his furniture 
nry' other ho iso hold goods i.nc uding hla air coodi 
t oner and rofrig rarer. i-aid Mr. Jhirad inform**! 
nj that as h» wantjd to luavw h thj country and 
the *?oro hi wan disposing if the ahov: rvjntio.ed 
law books and his ho me haBA>^ 3 facts. 

rhetor • t :r n.n j l.h of J .nj»i )•*•> said 
lr, -hirad - ; hoied m fro t tf .j of books i.nd noli 

_ .:.A- 1U__ • 
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w yj 

tor sy 


[y ) ■ 

Ha 

OvJ 5 

t 


/ / //(' 


a r&( sold th >to sets of books bo » and la tnk.tn of 

‘.-.is having oceiv-.?d the consignation in cash rroi rs 

1 

receipts <arid Sx.:£t • •ore fopa ed. On r ec lpts 
Ox.^'o and **./7 in the porti • : o.tcI cl-d as'.'* *3 wife 
of said Mr. Jirad signed la t/ presenc-. Mr. Jhirad 
attested both the aJWfcwnci ned r ceipts under his 
signature in the portion anci.clod an y 3 T/»r//*f • 
rtie details of the books 3 old by M.r. Jhlrad to an hr^^- 
been mentioned in roc-ipt Jx.?^ and */ 7 . ihile disposing 
of the books nnntloned in 3 x. p /6 and i /7 aid Jr* Jhirad 
informed me that he was the sola owner of .hD 3 u boo^s 
aivd had full rights b to dispose them off. 

Thjr e<nfter* after ooo.it 2 or 3 days i.a. on 
1 st Jdy ,1966 said Mr. Jhirad again came to no and sold 
books vorth Rr .550/ and in consideration of his having 

received the conaid tca&X «xac ated receipt 2 x .?.3 in 

tv, . rapaict S'.p /3 •-•as /rltten and sigd-sd 
ny oreseaco. Tne receipt -*•••* 

by said shri Jhirad in ny presence. rhereafter on 
4th July said Mrl Jhirad sold ne bonks worth Rs.SiOO/ 
and in token of his having teceiv'ld b cons ideation from 
mo nxecutd receipt which is Jx.P/9. ‘«ceipt -x.P.9 

was bitten and rigned by said Mr.Jhirad in ny presence, 
rhe a txclis and books sold by said Ir. Jhirad, indu ing 
thJ * air con’iti oner and the « l«n bblf havu «nn 
mmcio «d in receipt -:x.i>.9. Agdn on 9th JJly.doo 
sai l l . Jhirad rold bo ks nth .V • 4JJ0/ 
receipt V*'lO was signed by said the £S^oi said 

(/ Chri MMr-nd in -b porti. >n •ncirtld as or .* ^ • oscn 

c „ said !ih. 1 Jhirad -tcertd :h sen- ul,r hir «Un. 

zxuri in th-j |ortl>i nnci.clad ns u t!>n am. - 11 * 

.u of tin b ub>v eantlowd oo ».« r M -hrl hied 
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iifomjd ne that ho vas the sol J ovnor of tho ho j.<3 
in question. Again on i6th July said ir. Tlilrad 
sold books .worth ^ 3 .3100/ to m* and in :o Xon of 
his havi g recdivxi the cons! .’oration executed 



rocoipt 3x.PAl. which is in ..is c*n handwriting 

bearing his n?inat-ires. 
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Uri C.L.! ; i jha/mn, proprietor of the said firr., in 
J^jj fall and final settlement of this transaction. 7 a 
>/ the owner of the books and I have full ri£hta to ^ 


Teen-^rtl Lane, 
New Delhi-11 
20/6/1966 


n *a% *U-. »tj. •avT H 

ATTSUaTJSD 


/ (RAM LAL) 

/ -Under Secretary 

iviiniiitry of EsWroal Affak^ 


-- t -x»svw * 7 - 0 .^ 

h TRUO-COP-/_1. 


sjkfliJlid that this document can M 
7 v.c.-iVfi in evidence under thjUdUJ j 

Syy^oc- Ac. 

Chief Judicial Magistrate, DELiiJi 


Si^jaiurs of 
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SVxIj: VIi -- u -' ^ 

D* l f° r / I ’ r ' C ' ' 

Statement of witness Ghri K.n.Nair In erlml- 
State Vs. E.E.Jhlrad relating to it. .No.l5/66-^Pr.-CBI 
CIA’I*, NewDoIhi^ recorded under section 164 Cr.P.C. 

on r».,A. 

Shrl K.n.Nair S/o Shrl Kediav Pillal ae-d 58 years 
profession private service resident of Madras. 

( The witness submits that he would like to depose In 
English and as such the statement of * the witness recorded 

in English only). 

In June 10&5 I was posted in the Naval Headquarters 
H x New Delhi as Chief of Personnel, holding 'he rank of hear. 
Re-Admiral. I was working in the sans capacity at New Delh: 
till July 1967. X know Mr. S.E.Jhlrad who during that 
period was Judge Advocate General of the Navy, but at that 
time in 1965 he was on long leave. 

, The distribution of Naval Pr,i*n ®oney was being 

m handled by said E.E.Jhlrad in his capacity as Judge 


VA\ 

y^\\ handled by said E.B. 
fi'it Advocate General. 

M , . t . 

/ J Towards the 


X. /J 






luQL 


Towards the er4 of November 1965 I received a 
complaint from one John an Ex-Sailor of the Royal Indian 
Navy, saying that the prize Doney due to his. had not been 
paid to him. Thereupon I uade enquiries firstly from the 
Naval Law Directorate and subsequently froaitr.said Mr. 

E.H.Jhirad himself. I enquired from Mr. Jhlrad whether 
ho had paid the prize money duo to said Mr. John. In reply 
to mtaxau* ut Query said Hr. Jhlrad informed me that 
the distribution of Naval Prize coney was all completed. 

I then wanted Mr. Jhlrad to chow na /he list, of those 
persons to whom such payments had b-en .made including 
documents connected with such nnys^nts. Thereupon said 
Mr. Jhlrad r*d* a surprising sta’oeent that the records 
in questions, which I h asked hia to produce, had been 


A • 1 . 7 ', 


A-i n 









>-* „ , ,'bJ. a report to the 

. ,„ 0J ed 0, hl» 1" « 64 ’ C " ' ’‘ t the racial position. 

. wgar dlng the ««•* sU n*turo. 

W r ^ oft rf is Kx-P/1 tenrlnK 

. the Naval St&f <~he report 

Chief t t r 1 i thereof* „ftcr 

nrtion circle* >* k , * slR ,ca the »*>* of 

•iTj-t — -i; r .et W -— 

going * h * COr ‘ t3Kt3 0 j; lc lsl A* 1 *** Th ° ^ ‘ 4 

5 discharge of * ° f ‘ _ 6 * 0 *» ***** 

in tfca x»v^ receipt ** ,, ln5a t«r 

„ , tV c Naval S tftkf ° tbftt defence Mint. 

Chief of ** wtt#r ** the to ycftP 

+ dlycus* 64 Anally dccl'lco 

« ol inalo ond It *» , pence 

to the Oort. investigation 10 ch) „, 

TO lt.r lor tnitno ^ ^etlon. •'* 




l \f 

ft 


.'O' 


to the Gov,. inV e S tlgatlcn to ^ ^ chl ef 

the *X* T Lt>t U to the instructions ^ ir> Uance} 

„ t >*!*-*. ^« oriiPR ^ t0 the DJ. Secretary0»« 

Sstahll^ sao4 a note to for th«*T 

- t hJ Naval Stof person? tb< * .. l0 , 

01 ? hefence f°r P , a uthori v * 

.-:r: 

iD „,„ e S 3tahU3h^ fc * (Vlglle 000 ^ 

of specif ? ° " , ^ to ^ W. ^ circle* 

* sub^fd by ^ portion *nd 

vhleh vts s -i/natures i» xa 

, * ? / 2 \*arl»a ** J £ ’ t „..od out under WT 

■d 13 ft * ^ ^ T hc not. S*/» ^ ^ fai thmliy 

ii-^Vn. •* • „ s ts . „* correctly «• 

flotation o^ 1 official 4vt!ts. 

W jj This 1 «*•’<«-“ ’ B5 canllsh«ol f « f> ‘ 


’ V ) l Su\ th« norse-*- “ - _ to Urcv 

I W -1ZZ . 

, _„.«t 1 !tatlon in t^ investigation the - * ' 
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v. 
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peierre-* «.,. 

lasestlgatlon « « #f th , i B ,.»ti S .«o. 

Dnrlnr. the DefoK . Cost, ot ^1. 

' H the Mlnl^ry u the purpose of 

uJ throng * 1 ti to the® f° r „«oar»» 

. • %n t docents to vhatover poP 3 * » 

the vel.ran Thereupon 

° .n. natter fur-her, ^4,4 o.« 

la<estl*atlni • S.a “1th UJ ' , 

fU ”U „ th. enthorltle» »r vital ««—***' 

th. *— nts oa"-' iiatrihntlon 

„ aatian- -h - ^ c _ c ,.i “1th t . 

soch aa ret*'* 13 
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of l.fv.-l lvizc Koi cv. As in the Level headquarters 
no aorc records were ewil.ble and ns such llr. Sen Gupta 
the by. Secret :: (vie) called a meeting to discuss 

cv best L. e .ecu.ionIs required by the G.P.x.. could be 
got held of. The ice ting celled by said shri Sen 
Gupta was not attended by ae but was attended by Co..wander 
Hr. . 3 . 1 . SuE-.iy o:. behalf of t!:e Ilaval hcadou; rters. 
After’.;: l-dc arid Ir.S'.r iiy informed ne of the decision 


The decision was 


fort, si id neetin, 


in tire bevel Law Directorate 


and to : Iso question any body who was likely to hr.ow 
about tire distribution of Prize honey. Ir. the light of 


tSllthc above decision I myself called said Hr. Jl.irad 
J yj and questioned liin agrtin in order to find cut from Jiii.i 
^ the whereabouts of the documents in question. Said Ilr 


Jl.irad or. my in-errogption told nd again that the complete 
i . cords in question had already been destroyed by him 
Personally. c also told me that the account of the Leva 
iliac- honey was hr.pt in the Asiioha hotel ...ranch of a Bank 


I told Hr.Jhirad that it was in his own interest to 
produce any record which he had in Ms possession is the 
Sit was invtstiGating the matter. He again stated that 
he was unable to produce e-ny records. This conversation 
betv cn myself rnd said hr.JMrod tool; place sometime 
in June 19b6. There;ftcr verysoon I came to hr.ow that 


said Hr.JP.irnd had left the country, 
herd over and admitted to be correct. 

, 3f'/-LchfsI war Prasad , . .. . .. 

C Lchf w.- r lrt sari)//1/74 w * S* 1 !* 

■•7 . .. ' (hehosaw- r «•; ire j ly/l 

y . " ' JUDICIAL ii.wIJTU.Ti. IjT cJkV.U 

‘irn 1 ; 'V DM. 1 

., 15-1-1974 

0 2 tlMcci ti ; t the : hove str . e lent is record; ■ 
in y jatm-i.ee • nd on mj dictation. 

SV-Lohes war lr;::d 

T.... 1 .C 15 / 1/74 , 

(Vlfl.tl IUI U>* 

, gtj g(ni-*o4 «a (UcUtiou 

,m • 

iImi i he victim inptarrJ - « 

ly 11 C inn m. l ictUmonv wu • **'* 


fftAllskV 


"ilfirt of >ht O, 

ATTBSTWJ 7 < 


Wli.Mraie, ii r :a 
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v chi ji? o? prjti^o: nsl 

/<•/’• c 

DIJTUIQJIION OP.NAVAL F hi:2 H ‘»?1 
... _ f .. i ott'-r fi' 0 ~ an ox-sailor ol tho 

Royal £iST£& regain* that ho 

gteStS 1 ^ SSS*™ *« *• 

him. 

th« di-.trlbition of the Prlzo 
2 . I was aware that th d , e ;^ V ccato General’: 

Mona - / was being handle tors . J On inquiry fren 

Directorate lr. ‘‘X’? i by Mr. Jhirad, tha J *-» 

^then I was shown a note s that the dlstr.butl 


. V 

V 

*». 


^ ror v—h 

h:;>ion ho considers fit. 

<^Tu3lT j&y ' , . pri'c M-ney duo to the H.I.t*. 

'••■.~£Z&3. Th® total .^ u ^S r v£ r the AlaiJalty to the Indian 
and the .^Ts V The Government of India 

Hirh Cocuaisslcn in the U.i. 
re-allocated this amount as 

= ’' (a) (1) Prize Honey for distribution to ex-R.,1 

^ personnel in U.tl. • ••*•• 

, (li) Prize Money f ° r d ^ strlb '^°i,48,025^13.7. 
personnel In India • ••*-• > » 

(b) Grant to RIA? Welfare Fund 49,5 m.00 

(c) Retained by Govt, of India... £ 1,00,216.13.5 

Of the above amounts v. are f^f^s^'This 
(a)Cil) which amounts to n^riy 13 la^. High 

amount was transferred to t he CD,* | ! by zn rjO . /0rn _^ 

Commission in ^ nd ° n ,^ r 0 ^ Ob yL/6obl/3126/d0 II/D(H-I) 
of India issued a latter No. JJ'JJjjg CDA (;i ) to issue 
dated 3Jfct October,J-3S3 „ cn ! pc bllc fund design uted 

a cheque for th~sa—o • The Government letter 

by the Chief of the ^'^.^fooney would bo subjected to 
had also stipulated that this e&Mrf slallar to those 
accounting, audi- otc. on *. funds. II aval 

adopted in ros ft ct Hu. 1! 176601 dt. 25 :»ov'5* 

Headquarters vide thair letter ^ choqu * to a Fund 

instructed OJA (a) to - n ^u® fo-ward the cheque 

Joslgnated 3aval .Prize Fund Chief of the Naval 

by r.ana to /ica--i'U.sul files do not contain 

Staff. Existing Naval .nd the 

any sore refurencea to the* t^^ ra , r . 4 p h s has boon 
Information gl-un in tn» Hr. oharaa. 

gleaned by questioning Mr. Jhlr.d ar.u 

a A cheque for an amount Juatovur^. IS v £[ 

Money. Ihe none/ -<w * -cord * >■ ' amounts being 

choice x.i by none/ older, - • signed both by 

sent by nbnby o.de.. *J« 1 Tho accounts -to iv vnr 

Mr. Jhirad and by 11 • 'y, t v jbirad the annoy 

subjected to audit. According u, .... 


t«.t. i y* s 
\ti i|»V 


• -< , t/AU 


rt-m 


Y .T .0. 








rul chovjUtt ccuntt*rTo 


. by fr*>»ln 1304 us h® felt that thoy would 
jr bo required. 

To put the natter In a nut-sh«ll thor® ar« 
accounts uvallablo to show what has happened to-A 
s !fc. 18 /- lakhs. \\ >V 
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Th® S.P.2. conducted some Investigations Into the 
affairs of Chri 2.2. Jhirad, Judge /.dvocato General of tho 
Nary. As a result certain charges have been levelled against 
him and he has bean given tho option to proceed on leave 
| from 23rd July, 1964. ha Is on leave on half pay from 
; 1st December, 1964. 

. i 2 . It is •understood that Mr. Jhirad has spent largo 

\ ! suns amounting to several lakhs of rupees In specilatian 

/(/£<' X'gAV |on stocks and shares. When sues tinned about the source 

: < . ■> ’ t\\ of hl 3 income, ha has mentioned that his private practice 

, ) 1 ■ 3 i at the Suoreno Court was tho main source of his incase 

| j and is Is’from this source that ha got n-noy for Investing 
! I in stocks and shares. 




> Ay/1 111 s !° c ' s 

S'*// i3. ' Pec 

r yy ; of ?ria® 

—In World 


i 3 . • Uecently while looking into the matter of distribution 
jof Prize Money to officers and sailors who saw active service 
I in World War II, it cane to light that no proper accounts 
‘.were maintained for thi 3 distribution. Mr. Jhirad wa 3 
i litharge of tho distribution of the Prize Money. 

jd. A .statement of tho case regarding the Prize Money 
! I 3 placed at enclosure 1 -A. The natter was informally 
•discussed by the Chiaf of the .laval ~»tai f wi.h .he Je'.ence 
i Minister. Who uefanco Minister has desired that this case 
j also should be handed over for investigation by tho 2 .P. 2 , 
jit is requested that the case nay be dealt with accordingly. 
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^ V,^ cx-vh-'X} — 

' v5- &-• SL-^J W-.tj 

H-* l { 0 c f ' »/“. e_ » 

^'tn' fi?*'nt of witness £■»»•< y •? t r* , . 

^Vl?t*Kci f.cihC ,T t0 rt « C * ? '0.if-/S<5-3PB-C:-I. 
inJi^c 

Corja&r«r3ar K.G.I, Svsvry a t present A-sistant 

‘c* or T.'.c.c. Ford Ct. George Madras. 

C-ho witness rt H «es that he would like to depose 
in English *rU a*. such the ste’er-nt cf the witness 
recorded in English only;. 

In October 1965 I was posted aa Dy. Director 
Personnel ServicesCDecipline) in the Naval Headquarters 
situated at New Delhi. At that tit* Addrel r..Jt.N a lr 
was working as Chief of the-Personnel in U.o Naval 

headquarters. // /• 

* Kay J r 

SooetiBo in *s*. 1966 I attendee* a meeting which 

was convened by the Dy. Secretary, Ministry of Defence 

Govt, of India tc decide as to » how bert the records 

and aecoixnte pertaining to the distribution of N e v s l Prise 

Money could ba located and produced before tie authoritieo 

of the S.P.K. x attended the said meeting on behr.lf of 

Naval Headquarters .In thu aforesaid Meting ft was decided 

to search all tho paperc in the office of the Havsl Law 

Directorate and to enquire from each *ni every one in the 

Naval Lav Directorate, likely to have any knowledge about 

the sAld docuiente, so that tho sarvo could he produced 

before the authorities of S.P.E. for carrying on further 

I' I ) iooe at igation. I caaw back to the Naval Headquarters 

arter attending the aforesaid averting and conveyed the 

decision taken in tho iseeting to said Hr. Hair for J 

taking r.ecasRory further action in the matter. ,r 
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. u office of *^ c K*tVul Lr ' v * 

I fcl.o scorched the office °‘ 

. erdcr tc eeerch out the den wonts : 

Blrectorot. th0 chl.f of >« 

r .oo*!t ir. euesilen inner oroc. 

8tr.fi . I U.O mf «cciries fror iho stsff «r . 

thero W-U, Kr. *•«»«*. “* W -* ,,lr “ 

the Mr. Conera *■>.«.! Mt-tm *■* «** - 

i «c. fiorinr try conveysrr^-icn vitli ‘en¬ 
tire he was on lee**. »« ln - c; 

ho „ to -Ur*- «** no records r**i« ~ * 

P rlzo Wney or eceounts pertsinlnn hereto, verc eve • 
Be tlw Infornca no that »ch p..«» hr.6 drce.dy been 
destroys. Purine *V convention I aw r-n.lon« .a 
that since the notion Involved l.rm sun of ronoy 
,„d doeuwnts connected vlth ^ \ 

hr.ro been destroyed in web Banner. I <-Uo sU ■ 
Jhlrad that the records in question ocrc needed by the 
.uthbrlti.s of the S.P.E. vho veto decline vith 
Investigation of tho eose. Thereafter in the end o.^ 

_ ..T eexe to know th»t »»« *• ‘ fclr * 4 
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1 ..<iri,!| Magistrate, Oetti 
TRUE COPYt—T"' 


rjlTitr •><' h e r T ■ 

ATTESTED TO 


Certified tbe.» the witnets er^ni-tt? 
personally *-r Court and bis tsrtiffirw <*' 
recorded Ifl'o.c ilia appropriate;Judic» r l 
Oflkcr, . u.- _ ,.... 


Sigocture of 







i bo addressed to 
c£ the Naval Staff 


NAV-iVL HEAD quarters, 
now dolhi 11 
17 August 1967 
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6 


no. 7719/111 

I 


T ho Co mine nd ant, 

N at tonal t) if once Collor.Q » 
6, Toon January Mr.rg, 

'ilr-r do lhi._ 


rdstrc oy ; to i q .s. 

- J- -- - T- 

t 1 «•■»»>'« \ ___ ,x_ 


J” TP. '.D. 


J. have undor consideration the ,! no objection*’ 
ccrtificato issued in Juno 1966 by Captain Char an Jit Mehta, 
Indian Uavy, the than Diroctor of Civilian Personnel,^ to 
3ha3 jnirad. tho than Judge f.dvocato General of the 

Havy Tv ho was than on long leave, for hi3 visit, to Brussels 
to attend then ’.’or-ld Jewish Conference. Tho S;'no objection 
ccrtificato enabled 3hrl Jhirod to obtain a passport and 
leave India while investigation of cortain charges made 
against him was in progress 


2 , Although Captain Mehta did not mispoct that 
Shri Jblr&d’s intensions were mala fide and informed his 
superior authority of the action taken by Mm, the issue 
oiVf the certificate, without obtaining prior approv 1 

in writing, particularly in vim; of anjf enquiry pending 
against him v;rs nonethsloos a.nyt error of Judgement on the 
part of Captain Mehta. 

3 . Captain Charanjit Mehta who was responsible for 
an erroneous easesment of tho facts in this case i3 to be 
informed that he has incurred ny displeasure 


// O* -- -N ? ' -S 
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Salrljf' v) ‘ J\& 
vrTKtiTHi> 


t X "\ r v» -w v-, - -w *--w x 

(FRAMED KUMAR) 

Dct-u';. Secretary 
Minif y of Ert-via jl Affaire 
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A.K. Chattorji 


VICE A6MIR.iL 
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KT.TJ.Mi KPiivir. .rtrv.r). 


Petitioner. 7? Civ. 

-against- RPrin-yr? 

• i’i v Y p„ j '.rT'M. . '.?«?. tt .* ;-'t.afcen 
• ".l.'bnl, f outh- -en t or v; 

York. 


Ref.nor.dcnt. 


- -x 


siw cv :iV-' YijpJi ) 

) sn.: 

COUT.’iY Of IT:'.7 YORK) 

.T.TTjyv NAI.T>. be ire duly worn deposeu and r»ys: 

T nm the Depot: y Puperintensest of Police. Central 
j o ] (1 ;r< Lna si V • “) , t Delhi, Indi . 

Ar Bxxrzh, I am fully femiliar with tha fact; and circumstances 
regarding the invert! gat Jon for subsequent crlmlr.il procfo.ir 
Instituted against tha respondent herein, inasmuch as I v?r. 
personally in charge of the investigation. 

A question hns bee i rained as to whether or not 
the r. spendsnt wan «» fugitive trom India and en to the efforts 
of the Indian lovernmcnt to secure hin extradition. As- has 
been brought out. the 3art act of embesxlemcnt by the respondent 
for which he vcr. rried \rns committed on repterrb'r 77 1961. 

Ey reason of the destruction of the Looks end record's relating 
to the fund r. V.irJ stored by the respondent thcr.e acta did not 


A-ao3 












tevmc to the attention or the authorities until curly 1966 when 
an official inquiry was commenced on February 10. 1006 .' 

A Passport had originally boon issued to the 



respondent ca March 2d, 1962, which ws valid until March ?7. 

19 65. An the result of another inventigatio 1 being conducted 

?.f ainiit the respondent, this or*?* sport x ta e impounded in feel .r-r . 

1964. 

Tn vie.'? of the instant earn registered against 

rer.pendent on ouly 2, 1966, the Central bureau of Investigation 

. 

again apprc-ichod : ir.i ntry of Esrternal Affaire to issue immediate 
instructions to nil concerned authorities not to extend 
passport facilities to Kx. Jhirad till .the final disposition of 
the investigation -jroronMy : tej conducted. This v» ■ ■» done to 
insure that Jhirad veu1d not atterpt to errano any subsequent 
proceedings which might arise out of my investigation. A request 
woe eleo made by the Central Bureau of Ir.v'eati.gntion t.o the 
Ministry of External Affairs to r:«n;el the order a already icuad 
for granting n report facilities to Jhirad. Thir war. de e. 

In the meantime, oa July 26 1966. Mr. Jhirad 

accompanied by his wife and three minor children, left India by 
Air France flight bound for Paris, on the strength of new parr- 
rort Mo. 1-361687 if rued to him in July, 1966. 

An the investigation neared its conclusion, steer, 
wore taken at the diplomatic level to nek extradition of Mr. Jhirad. 

1 
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.. t it ■ >1 t"orland by lot Lor dated October 3b. 

who vnr. reported to oo in • . ->y 

v 67. ■ el ' "' 7 ■ ' cre1 ,ry ' 

Ministry of External affair*. wrote to Mini r. tty of v.nuo no 


toll OUR: 


-•.re i»rn informed by our ;••..•;•••» **y in v;»*hlngton 
that K.E. Ohirad has ;>;pronchc else V.S. 

Ceueulatc central in Enrich for Immigration 
facilities to U. - A. According to State 
Department, Jhirad qualifies for itrrigratlon 
under tboir lav/s. Our Unbarny hrt> informed 
the f’tate Department that they should not consider 
Ohirad's request for immigretion facilities as 
he is needed 5n India for nllercd nir.r.ppropria- 

tion of large sw-u of money toy hin.• > 

have been informed by our Embassy in Rome that 
jn all probability. Jhirad has token out a 
Pakistan Passport as he ban applied sor ir.’ni - 
oration in U.P.A. under Pakistan quota for itr.mi- 

orants.Our Embassy is prepared to try 

again to obtain Jhirad's extradition and for 
that purpose they would need the warrant of 
arrest, of Jhirad on criminal charges and other 
relevant, particulars and documents, as required 
under Swiss Extradition Law and Extradition Treaty 
between the fwlon government and Crest Pritain. 
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In another letter dated November 3, 1967, the 


Ministry of External Affairs informed.the Ministry of Defense 
that according to the Indian Emoassy in Washington,the State 
Department required evidence to show that Jhirad has been 
criminally prosecuted in India before they consider our request 
not to allow immigration facilities to him. 

Copies of the above communications were then 
forwarded by the Ministry of Defense to the Central Bureau 
of Investigation and the facts of the case with the result 
of the investigation, were presented to a Magistrate at Delhi 
who issued a warrant of arrest of Mr Jhirad on November 7, 1967. 

A copy of the warrant of arrest along with a note 
showing facts of the case, was thereupon sent by the Central 
Bureau of Investigation to the Ministry of External Affairs on 
November 8, 1967, with a request that the Indian Embassy in 
Washington be apprised of the situation so that the case 
against Jhirad could be explained to U.S. immigration authorities 
to the end that they my be allowed to immigrate to the U.S. 

As i egards attempted extradition of Jhirad from 
Switzerland, it was mentioned in the same letter that the 
Indian Embassy at Berne also be informed that a warrant of 
arrest had been obtained and that documents as required under the 
Extradition Treaty will be sent in due course. 

On November 29, 1967, Central Bureau of Investi¬ 
gation sent another detailed note regarding further progress 
in the case to the Ministry of External Affairs and requested 
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tho Ministry to p.»re on the note' to Indian 


; ;,v>asr»y at Lerne 


I | on for thei 


nought. by CHI 
tho Ministry 


In D«sc-.-tS>ex. assist ice of Tin:: r-OL was 

to locate Jhlrnd. :y letter «>rt< d nmc 5. !'.>*>' , 
of rxfccrnal Affaire i.> *rmcd the CVI nr. it-? y tr.tr • 

pwiso rovrrnr rit h;*vo r.c.* con • 1 1 '.* c! tr'*. t.io 
•r'.lo~I'rir r li.fj: . 1 re*.. ;/ of i ovc-' r 2v., 

jPf'O applies to the relatione between .owitccrlnnd 
r.nd Irutia. Action lor the extradition of 

Jhirad con. therefore, be initiated no. " 

On duly 30, 1060, the Ministry of External 


Affaire: vns requested to make a cony of the Ar.gol-Ev/ios Tree..v 
available to un to examine thy nature of offenfion covered by 
the Treaty. 

On August 8, 19G‘ rn rr.I requested ministry of 
External Affairs to ascertain through our hmbaersy in Berne, 
the eddrone of Ohirad in Pwitscrlund. ro that it may be brought 
to the notice of the court, in connection with proceedings for 
extraditing Jhirad. 

On March 14. 19 G 9 . nirector. C<ai, addxcnr.od 
a letter to tho Foreign fecrctary, Ministry of External Affair** 
jiiforming him about the facto of the care against Jhirad anc 
slro that extradition proceedings again rat Chirac! were held un 
for lack of information regarding tho present whereabouts of 
,TMr«d. mho Director also mentioned in bin letter that OH 
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h * r. moved I.C.t'.O., 


.’i*i«and IJ ..B., United Staten, In this 


regard as early as rcccM'Jc.r , I'm' 7. The Director lujthor 
reguented the Foreign Secrefcary to issue necessary instructions 
to all Indian Embassies to make special efforts to ascertain 

the whereabout3 of the fugitive. 

In April, 1909, the following me r, a age from N.C.B. 
'witrerl and wae received: „ (t# - 

v uuld inform you that the Kearcht-.s made on 
the v.’hole of Swiss territory huva not yielded any 
trace of the rubiect till tel""/. But eearches 
shall be continued and we shall not fail to 
inform you cf the new development." 
by letter ds.ted 11th April. 1969, 'iha ce.neral 
secretariat of International Criminal Police Organ!sat ion-TMvnnroy. 
i-Ti'.nco, asked for information aid details about Jhirad and the 
crime committed by him, for issuing International Wanted 
notice. Particulars were r. ?nt to UTTCRPOI,. 

In Aoril 1969, information was received that Mr. 
Jhirad v/s8 in Israel and accordingly tl' C.B., Israel, were 
approached. 


The sru.m month (April, 1969) . on roceiot of six 
cor,munications from Indian embassy at Washington, thu foil 0 . 7 Irig 
documents regarding dliirad were sent through Ministry of 
External Affairs: 



1. Copy of Summary of the c:-an . 

2. Statement of Vsrsonnl particular:! of Jhirsd. 

3. Photostat cony of warrant of arrest. 


(\- 7 £% 








to approach ir.-r:::’.roi. 


Ch ovc: 


r.1 CW: . ’ Ji'it * MilJ imorw U'l in ■ '? M: of r . C; * i .-.1* ll. . i 


could be entertained and the Ministry wa?, therefore re-rue ted 


to consider whs it otb r diplomatic action war. po'.nible 


In Jvr.fi, 1550, n report of w.C.Ji.. United State » 


date-1 June 3, 19G5, was received that. thero v,fr. no record of 


Jhirad ever having entered the United ftates, Simultaneously 


I r el, (U;dc..r '-.heir l.tter rtateuJuriS ", 1560, stated that 


Dxtradition "reoty between Irrael and India 


wo are unable to initiate nny restrictive 


ctcr.s against Jhirad 


In June, 1070. information w?a received through 


tho High Commissi <mr for India in London, thntMre. Ohirad 


was living at Mo. 2 Anson close Lodge Park, Corby 


torth.ins. U.l 


and that Mr. Jhirad occasionally visited thatplas.-j. CEI, therefore 


approached Ministry of External Affairs to examine the. possibility 


Jhirad extradited from U.K 


On June 3, 1970. Ministry of External Affairs in 


formed C3I that the matter regarding extradition of Jhirad from 
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Israel W3' still unuor conside ration md that a further comrauni 


ci t 5 -• in vvcuIc £ollow 


■ i ''iily n . V vo, -M.ni ctry of External Affaire nckect 


nd docu;: nte for oxfcraditino Ohirad from U K 


the Tim ’-'Oh division Of CT5I 


intimated th 


-■> >’nru :y 3 1972, v-ir-i r-rr of Bxhornn-l Affairs 


inCotr.'-.i CJI th--.tr 


Xt is regretted that no action can he taken to 


have Nr. ThU. Ohir-.'u c .tradited from Israel 


ae we c'a not have any diplomatic relations with the 


Government of Israel, further, our extradition 


laws have not been extended to that country 


Vy letter dr ted .Tan nary 13. 1972 J7.C.B.. t'arhin: 


ton advised that Jhirad had entered the U.S. on June 2, 1971 


nno v-» staying in Maryland and alno asking whether Jhirad war. 


till wanted xr India, upon informing Washington, that 


Jhirad war. still required to stand trial in India, nece 


evidence against Jhirad war-produced before a Magistrate in New 


Delhi and extradition warrants were obtained, loading to the 


present proceedings being instituted in the United rtatoo 


It is clear from the foregoing chronology of events 


that respondent is a fugitive i roin the justice of India rna that 


dilif nt efforts have been continuously made to effect his return 


to that country to answer the charger against him 


JKTHA MAUD 


Sworn to before me this 
3o^ d:.y of October, 1072 
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Ghwt / A. 

** L-->4 

P. . 5. hri V,P. Hi rdwn j s/o L'.to Uhri Brule-1 Hart 
rh n: '.1 'nri 50 yc n, drllicn Staff Cffi-or, /Jr 

Me "u .tors, V. yu "isv:.n t Kay Drlhi, On 3 .A. 

I or’ ><rt in !:-■*; .1 ],;iw Mrsrterrt* fr'sa the y»rr 
195:.'-% to /.u*r,1«;'5. Tsleoffien Irt loect-d rt Ken Delhi, 

I v'?» '1: * '-orfi-y; • s Asstt, J«eh:-rs» but ruboc-oontly 
this post ; ;»c aonvart.' into the po-t of Zvy rlrtf rvV-nt 
r.cl . e-no auporir,T.an'jent. After Auf.,65 I w.a trinnfer- 
?”.d 1 ••> i'tjr rrui Ace :- nts notion of ' :vrl 3Ie, d Qrr. 

:: wr: prorated t r. of i.v.r supeivisor rnd ported to Ad!, 
'ra. t On 1 ,n,f.>\ I h vo file Ko, HL-6601 rr.dt other 

fll' b •••rl.T.;' Ho, n-^01 vhirh ere pieced on court c:\oo 
file bo, 32/2, rv/:-; tve files relate to the prise nancy 

tf the J/'vnJ Pries fund. Loti these fie* : re of KrTisl 
IT, Prs. C--' of the .• filsa la XM, 1 rfru by IS! m Br.-nch 
!'-:r:r~n<h.’ss. Thin f'lo <'«ee not o cut of t ic Koval Hcr-d 
Atiuyti .v'vt r; . r.-,? otha - fill is o*'Y!ot! min file vitleh 

uu*r Iw i '.-u-iyj n.i ofc or day r'oyntu of Ciort of India, 

: Cul J dcrlt’ itli filo Ho, 111 l.L-6001 cn 9.11.56 vide note 

f in th' 3 fll'.'. T-.o rnJor'ucnnt vns n- do t -7 f.c.Htthnl 
V.P.C, :n.i in l-nnd by i;n, I identify the en&oroerart 
'•’rich is !. rk >u i-sc.rw 5/1 »md is the Exhibit of court 
con*. fi o Ho,33/2 :rrt tm si/rn-ture is p rbed Sbe,P , 5/2* 
'Tila file hod been started on 5»11 ,45, I hrve coon too 
fHo, 'fho’-o is no corir r.rond r »iec In between the period 
26th lev,1956 to the irct letter d* tod Oetobor 5,1965 
vUich is nicerd cn this file. Thin flic is nrorited far 
yuih-oso of id-ntiflection n *X' on file Ho, 33/2. I 
hm» rlno rear rein file 17. Cff) 1, It is nerbed for 
identifierticn n ’Y' 'hieh is rl’cod on filo Ho, 

33/2, Hits file v a ot'rtod frc». Gent,47 r nd /joss upto 
S 25th He pt, 1959, mar 25th Her, 1953, there ia no 
mbrosuent co-rerirond. noo tr thin filo, 751050 were 1 10 tvo 
O'.ln files re let in,* to t’v> prise nor.oy end those rnod to 
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„, r «*#. GW “2* :4Uli ‘ , ' l, “' # 1 ~ 

rcr.-i» irlth li.b. Jbirrd. 3inco tho file rsr in d in tho 
vxjrrv. 7 ru'.ttxly of *■• • .TUlrnd, i- in ho v.oo c n ape k 
rbtr.it l : ris.rinjj portions of tills filo. I We ac'-n Loth 
tho files, rncco as not indie to enybor© m to tho v luo of 
or.o fa ,;t> of T>rl:;o V. icy* It was dl oloor-d fcy S*~* J ilr d 
to lie onUy la the office that the value of on:: share of 
prim : -jy vs If. 100 /-. I ivvo 3 cn note d'tod 
12th Jul7,l0?» on file r:ri:cd 'Y 1 . It run tho :.ii r nturoa 
of . Jbira.l which I Identify. 2his —lo a rkod 
in p 1 • cod on court C 'Co flic ito*33/2. Shin n .to in r.-rked 
Es.I'..'?/3 rmi i-i tho Tbrtiblt of file l?o*33/2. Vi 0 t -He 
note r.,:. Jhirrd hud anbrilted a dr: ft gcr/nnirient letter 
vlitch Is :i -d Y/1 : rul Is pi c\- on file Po.33/2 nnd the 
orial-’t'l letter v s l. rucd on 31st October, 19?G vhich la 
aiCJiod by f.hri L. Goto 2 , Und-r Secy to the Gororm-nt c.f 
India. I identify CY. the sign; t ros of 3hrl L. Gor.or.. 
ifiis do>: nent lr. r-rkod ib:.1 ■ nd this is t ie exhibit 
•oof court c. so file 4 0 . 3 V 2 . This ietVr rim the 
1 ' ^ gp r cl r.tr rdc apportion’':-nt o r prire Money to vp.rloua 

, tidi-vi. mthcritioa i.n. Kivrl Personnel in U-l., lir.vrl 1 or^on - cl 
'' i n indie, Grant to Air f^rco velfrru fund and Indian 

rbehcrfuor'r :r.« ah re* Cories of JSSc.P'.j/l to I'.'j'A pieced 
on court c-co file f 0.3 3/2 - re ;lco nrked Ij£‘V$/ 1 to 
7 '. v, </4 in this c no. Socotlne In the end of the yecr 
1953 or tortnring of 19?9 F.u. Jhirrd erllod r.o end ether 
rerbors ei 1 '.9 r.trff n*cely T.C, Kith-1, B.KJlhatnr Jjrjp 
end u. /jiunt'vnsrnycnrn. Ho told ro md other Berbers of 
the : t .-vf f that t'.io la.vrl prino fund hod been opened and t .10 
a cnait hnd bean deposited vith the Central Panic of Indie 
ho’en Hotel rrnnch, Ini a amount w.-a required to be 
distributed rnonryit the entitled p rson. lie vt ntod to 
utilise tV cervices of the ctnff for the purpose of 
dl sbur. Inn tho lirvr 1 Irise fund. Ho did not allot iny 
npoc?<'i • duty to my mober of tho ctrf''. Uo did net issue 
i ny instructions In url'ing for Vw distribution of t '10 
’.nount, I mi tho ot’vr rosbors worked for tho dlnburucnont 
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g*V A, CJhfcf M 

■ JJ.jM. 


0 - imp fum. bht tover duty \rn entrusted ' o r>c *nd 
. - ., r -vs ol' too stcff by i:.::. Jhirr-d the <i;r» 

, .,...• iT.cd rccov. lnriy by nil cal' uq. He diroctcd 

t pri v t >ncy chnre to afx’ic ra ird serving a?- Hors 
v cheques ; r.d lor xa others coney oxxt&ro 

r.t. rir-^iee to i dividual* wore costly vrit'un 
by - :: ■ d t o '-■:m ’,".' 1 ''.' put up to E.h* Jhiir t-d for 
, * • yttiros. After he lv.d -ifTwd the cheques countor 
• u: tuiv-s oi r.L. l-h-ma VO re obtained. "iri Jhlr-'d 
. > 5 w ; '. . 7 i the cheques rftcr verifying toe cpr lier.tlon 
4 , o iru-’.vlc.hyl :.r •: t-ie list which hid been nnintrUnod 
in the ofrieo of persons vio vcre cJitltlod to iicvn a 
r.hrro el* the j.rlae t:-«y. I i'd irvinflnod a rcThlar 
iv^l:;tor which qt.vo the details of all choques which 
t ;>rc l ~u;d. 2h-r.n cheques vero rent to the concarrcd 
individutis through posts by tho Control Boris try of 
r-yr.l ;:a-d rusjt-..r3, /, rurur of persons worn also cent 

r'.cnoy cr:ers. S.-va-ul of the onoy oixlora were received 
i ; orod. Ihe • r aunt of those undelivered roncy 
- .:i« v c either received by no ox - by any otlior member 
j 1 i -to : „.-if or by i . * Jhlrnd hlrsolf. I hud rlso 
int; li.' d c ro-rlster for the >ndollvorcd >:.03. 

t ja mounts v/ u on tho* received woro uuod to 
b.> ivndjd ovor or son'illy to K.H. JMrad. K.O. 


r nittuxic j issued by tiw post office used kept 

in the ohico with f «j ixXcry. iito aclaiowledqctunt of 
H*tb i«ra hept in sopr-to files by Dnftnry. Gevorcl 
c. ' iiic vova rocaivdd x ndeliv red, tho c-na wore tiro 
■’tor d in the unucj ivorod honey Oroer rcrSLoter rnd 
IS. t i re ont hr a t lso been Kept in tho srvo mister. 
3’.ic undelivered cheouas usvdi to bo bended buck to 
i.i. .rxiia-i. ?or ooi.diM? the money orders to tho 
• ".earn-., i c alt; r.t pay on: -ra urou to be p.ot issued 
In favour of r« t Has ter, defence ilend Quarter Post 
f’lcu, l a Delhi frerj t Central i.ax£: of India, 
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. i t Jad*c»«i .v 

2 )o1a1 . 


lb 


.'rHj’tn " t'* "'n: *i, hov Go* et r vs E«..« 

■ * ■ r, £ * ;i;' i,*., 1 m * VC'*^ 7 * ' T . 1 J *- ‘ 

. o-nil'' ‘ ■ .tivir.-* etrfc y y-v at. 2i« 0 cti 


«*■ t M 


i \ 6 'y 


or cl nr . .-.iter oi t’..c 


'•t-ff, . . Jtolr d van las H e.ilr.tf th% cr.-H *-r.u 
i lnh ini’ ! t: eco-into, I i.3v}r hrr.aleU vay o ::n 

n' J* 7 ^ * Y"*) J f * * OC'.UHt ijT O' i .'lill E« * <J.i;*.r 7 .d . 
n rx-n-> or'-,- - ri'h -it sunt a35i.n l. yty oxvaiu 
- r / t m- y -~-2 v" r ' tv ’ l : c‘: v.r.ilvVl'Jeriid, l i'oft 

V: ?t v , TV • • ;'»M *jr«d to i.-US fcU“,v:c. far tin vc.luo 
o<* tv. jr *wy order* r tttxrsvd u^Jallvrv^J. ?.»33 
r-n-riioi v.'**d to b- c-voaited «;1.V.» £.:o CtoatrrJ. •>.**; cl 
T:,.’i 7. f /r»Wv ; io• ol Ecv Jtoiltoc. -in r.vtl ; rJ.ro 

» »»«*, T br-ft zrr ■•> ori irol c'.l* c’tt TV'C ctwqurs rv. r’.rrd 
3*7*171/3 to v’.iT/l PVf 1/5*4, All t.- 3..0 catirnoo • ra si -noi 
toy 8, , iT v ti* , :.t1 mr ’to: «if tsJ <liV-tnl.Ttr.tor cnJ 

ts *t w-nr.-tlv.vy, .1 Idnnttry his 
/j/i. torso c‘ir-no*! m ttj dr', 11 In c-ss. OtiC'fJjs rrr.:o<; 

. r *,x'.'i/3, r.?i/!> 10 rtM/?, to rvi/i?, r.;VM, 

T"'i /"3 tf' J -i/?/*,.’ ’ 1 A 1 > r ' 1 A 3 to M?lAG ro si rod 
o.?the re— tv- toy 7V\ .torJr h. I fa-nl 1JV Me 
tv-,...- # C’W.'Of. i . iV 'tl I’t»r ”/ 5 f j 1 ’>i/p ’’C.d . .1/ 

-r' n5 -nrcl rr. ttoo vc.ver;» ty to.L. Hrw»n *. hy.>* si r. «uro3 
t id rtify, f 5 v; ivrs r.rr' od Kr»W1/?J» l» bt.nzA on the 

■ ■ toy y.r.. JM-rral -ill X .7,. '.h-xvi tre' I ItorMSy 

!i»o«r i l.Ti t’CT* s, rh* i-xtoc prrV.nd yr.. TV1/0 to WtA’O 
r tv* ninrtod or. tho mr?rf« toy toh-’l T#C, Mlttoel vrhnro 
ri-yrtoui-r I J.fV.nMtv. ct:«>«x»c tor.'.l.'lAO Is sir/-d 
<>•> fi>o Ivors Vy toll>T"" to'firry ••to ’oto. ;*l» 3 i.t tu> c I 
JrVrtify. CV V,! »ir~to' ;* FXOI'lA? ' n ' "> r d W the 
revrrro Vy K.! . Jlilrd ri d olrn toy ttorl r?*er Mr .: ! i v?o n 
Ir 1*1 till, I 1 dori' lfy t.’-irlr siv,rtur'>o, Xhf- X’ Xt^s of 
< v #«V'S v rtord W.,’’f 1 /) rnfl I dAo vtr-t* vri 4 l ?to toy tor. 

7 t ir* ^ t dJs? vr.d-r t o 1 'irtractolfn? cf .TtoiV'f 
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\C 

Dolhl. 

tie.ii.cjs t»r ch-m «2 Rf.Hwd 7*. P‘.-'1/3, 1*1/5 to Pv.1/7, 

'i -i/ 11 , tor/1/17, r.fi/io, T-.J1/21, r-:i/c3 to fji/p7, 

T '*:i/r® if-' ? ■'l/37tr , i/3 f M’ , -NAi md PV1A3 to T viA& 

,«o ’ Tit ton in Wi Vn4 of iJ.3. Jhlrnd vl.lch I iiontify. 

of c‘j01U-«i rr,-r r» Xk.l'Ah nd PVH/10 r.re vrltten 
h. t v> ruVrit in* of Chrt r,L. Sh-raa which I identify . 

T h ve t on vx.P.flA? to iWlA9(l>r,v-in-:llP3). All tJicso 
-v by rt.r. Jhir*’d vh'oh sicnrluros I identify* 

1 r.oan nprldoction for tsrro of drrfta Mldiossad to 

Iloy.la nrrth Ltd, Kov Ifclhi n".rked Ex.Fv,'l/60 to Fh’I/'GG. 

Cf tir nc !*rrllcrticns Sjr.FM/60 to IV1/67 tro sl.mod by 
Eri' . Jhir'd v*w»*» oipiPturoo I ldartify, Aiiplicrtion 
r'r'cod Vr.PWl/GC 1- signed by P»t* Ghrrra for E»K* JMrnd* 

I identify the ricr.nturca of F.L. Shcarm. I hero *oen 
Er.rrfi/to, rvi/70,rrfi/7i, in;l/^,r«i/73,r.’i/A. All those 
rro ni t od. by E.E. Jhlrnd re Adalniotrater md P.L. 
fh. rrr or Srerttrry of the »';.vrl Prize Fund. Those fro 
r£ drer. od to the Agent, Ccntrnl It-.nk of India, Aflhoka 
1! el rtextH.l cv* itolhl for the ir.ow of pay orders. 

I nrvo srrn sir p;y-Jn»olipa. SHv" 1 todies of cl? th-se 
ciipr, vvro • rJttrr by bo rnd vim rent thrvuKh KA*T a 
il" J> ftnry for t.ho deposit of th.i ijicvnt In t..io Ki.val 
mr.o fund //o vJ.th tha Centri 1 3r.nh of India, Arholca 
~ IP. to! Pr nch, Tlrw Delhi, '.’horto i ro rrrt^d EK.PV^/5 to 
•< ) ;7/i0. I hnv* torn EkPwI/ 2 end IUl/1 rl*o<'d «m file of 

rrr. rt c.rr.t, Mo.?-,/?-. 1 identify -ho rij nature.' of Vico 
.'. ’• Jr.”.? Jt.C. Kofcrri, Cos odorn G.S. Kapoor, E.E. Jhlrnd 

t 

i rd r.L. fh rrsn» on both tbeeo 'dibits* ry th end nf 
t. y r 1 r ‘'>1 ”• • .Thir.-d •.* '0?d va thrt t e or.tJ.ro vork 

n-rtHnins to tho <U.'tril>u. f Hand Prise aonoy hr-d 




Cldof JnflW'd Kr-pn 


' - connoted. 


/J? v , 0 ciofoie bod'.n unr.rl to r^r.rin Jn tho y^Trionrvl ^ 


• -mv; cC y.r.. JhJr-d. Hn ur-ei to rlvo ua she e’^nue/Tor 
i In- un tho hnli'*s of tho chc-ues i a rnd u-on >ic 


d :lrrj co. 
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• gsi ©inf 5odis>t»l M«u «"**• / 7 

r\ -i 6 1- jj s i W . 

V '3 v*«d I, fi-1 v- "-hr b- d.t«« Of the eho*rtif»3 undor t*w 

’ *’»ja /H rectJon ' mi t’-« cbsn» !»*>*« vcr, thon h-Mcd 

h r to Mr. r. . Jhlrurt s neiirw in the year 1962 

aal'.ed -« to 'he-/ elr t> v-iCoH i.e. i’.O. T’-rlf.tor, 

fin-m is me i«.C./C*i™ undelivered rector, 

■’t.::t. of r.-HiicS -erro»9 rv-ol'nir com acted : scon’s 

md tho r-r* «•;-« 9 ifiioU»*« is his. He tolu i-.c rnd tho 

other iwtfvr* of t■« otrff tVt the roccrio « -oro 

reoulTrd ‘ r> b '1 c’w.m to 3 rui*>r officer''. Ho vt s 

ronirr’ort by no once or t.-icc for tho return of th-no 

rcoordi bvt ho dirt no' Rive It to ro sr tiny wbor of 

the at-if'', Giro* T von subordlrete I cewld sot P'CtM 

for the »ctum nf t'io records. 

Sonetinru T 1?6o r^ri Jhtr rt visited ry office 

ronci rnd ho en-rired rbcut the fl'es relating. to tho 

’ epr3.Ac.utione for gr-nt of shs^er rut of prize t.ionc.y 

, m ' other connected corrorrcr.dorce« He told re tnat 

elrice everythins \r e r vor re.! end there rf r.o use 

for Vf.epi.nR the records lie ordered tbit all tv.'ii rocordn 

be destroyed. /.o -or ’ la cider* ell these filos vc "«» 

destroyed. Thane files ont inod the pest^l rec'iptr 

and moMoyorders count rfoilfl. T.X, Jhlrrrt gave tho 

eertificto which is imbed Pltf/19 pi iced on file iio. 

3?/? of thlr cirri. A novyof it is rlpo* marked 

• t.n 1 is enro. Tho orl'lncl In In tho hrnd of 

J jhirnd m ' ie signed by bin. Tie recoupts hfd not 

r ,.Ui :«0 been audited by the mdlt. E.E. Jhirnd hi d not issued 

i2Jtiv<i n y vrit+cn inrtruction* for the distribution n. i no 

l.'rnr-l Price fund. Tbo Kevnl K.Ora hrd nine hoc i-sued 

tsy cuc.h lnatvuetion*. I revor srv my instructions 

on tho subject. J retod on the orrl inntmet.ion of 

Jhlr.'d. tV the c’v.'Hunn weio drrwn in each 'run Llui 

j-. vrl rvir» fund nd the bodies of two chives which -no 

written by io lr* nv buna hr.d loon written under tm 


instruct 1 nn of V'» Jhirnd. 

b.o <: ; .c. 


A -217 


;;«V-b.b. Ki-/.w r 

A.cjr.>!.,:orji. iV3/7?« 













P.W. 21. Skri G‘S. Rajamani, Assistant Controller General 
of Defense Accounts, New Delhi, On S.A. 

I am working ao Assistant Controller General of 
Defense Accounts, New Delhi, since Oct., 1971. Before that 
I was working as Dy. Controllerof Defense Accounts, which 
post I held for 3 years. At present I am dealing with the 
Audit side of the Defense services. 

In the Air Force units. Army Units and also Naval Units 
normally there are three types of funds, namely Public Funds 
(b) Regimental Funds and (c) Private Funds. The Public Funds 
include all fund which are financed entirely from public 
money, the unexpended balances of which are refundable to 
the Government in the event of their not being devoted to 
the objects for which granted and also unissued pay and 
allowances and the Estates of deceased men and deserters. 

The General position is that when a fund does not fulfill 
the conditions explained above, it is to be classified as 
a regimental fund which is also called non public fund even 


Attested Sig¬ 
natures as Sn. 
N.L. KAKKAR 
Additional 
Chief .judicial 
Magistrate Delhi 


though it may be financed from public fund. The private 
funds include all funds not financed in any way from 
public money. 

Non public fund is subject to audit. In the Naval 
Establishment a non-public fund is administered by the 
Naval officers in their official capacity and they become 
responsible for the proper administration of the non-public 
fund as official of the Naval Establishments. Audit of the 
non-public fund is conducted by the administrative audit 
Boards of the different authorities. As regards the audit 
of non-public fund the maintenance, custody of cash, keeping 
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of accounts, supervision of the accounts and the auditing 
of .e accounts are more or less parallel t the basic 
principles of Public Fund Accounts. Broadly they have to 
be on the same lines. However, this is from my personal 
knowledge and as Govt, auditor I am not responsible for audit 
of non-public funds which is to be audited by the Admini¬ 
strative Authorities concerned. 

I have seen the Navy Order 88 of 1962 which is a guide 
to Auditing Non Public Accounts issued by the Order of the 
Chief of the Naval Staff. It is Exhibit P.W. 21/1. It 
contains instructions regarding Audit of Non-Public Funds 
and the principles of audit mentioned therein equally applv 
to the Public Fund accounts. 

The officer supervising or administering the Non-public 
fund is responsible to ensure that the cash in hand and 
acock if held, never exceed actual requirements. 

No person having the custody of cash or dominion over 
the funds of non-public funds can utilize the amounts of the 
funds for hie own purposes. These amounts can only be used 
for the purpose of the fund. 

I knew that there are regulations for the Navy in the 
matter of maintenance of non-public funds and they contain 
the principles and guide lines as stated above. 

The nonpublic funds are to be audited periodically, 
normally every quarter in the year by the Internal Audit 
Boards referred to above and the balance sheets will have to 
be prepared at the end of every month in the cash book it¬ 
self and the Bank ^»l?nc : ; and the cash in hand will have tn 
be reconciled at that •' e. Regular Accounts Books, namely 
cash bocks are . . *» .a ned in the ratter of maintenance 
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of non-public funds. 

In the case of non-public funds if the amounts of the 
fund is in the bank against the bank account of the fund it 
cannot be withdrawn unless required specially for the purpose 
of the Fund and for no other purpose. 

I know that Naval Prize money in the Naval Prize Fund 
was only meant for distribution to Naval Personnel in India. 


R .0 . & A.C . 


Sd/-N.L. KAKKAR. 

A.D.J.M. Delhi. 22/3/72. 


Attested Signatures as Sn. 
N.Tj. KAKKAR Additional 
Chief Judicial Magistrate 
Delhi 
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NAVAL HEADQUARTERS, 

New Delhi, the 7th \pril, 1962. 

1 approved by rh.- Qrcf of the 
lor information and guidance and 


By Order of 

the Chief of the Naval Staff, 


rhe Hai) Officers. Commodores. Captains and 
Commandvuj OTi cars of l. .V. Ships arid Estab¬ 
lishments. (\;-'t,un Superintendent, OfJicers-in~ 
SiM-qe of \ar.:' ) : tablishmcnts and others 
concerned. 

1 Note —The scn.<- of distribution is shown in N.O 
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SectioA i 


ADMINISTRATIVE AND GENERAL 


ES.—-Guide to Auditing—Officers* Mess and Wine Account*, Centeen 
and .S hip, I-anti /accounts and Approved Subsidiary and c.a- 


Public Account* 


(AC/4918.) 


(Unaltered texe of N.O. 347/57.) 


Role of AuJu ■ 

• / / t . 

The primary object of an audit is to provide an independent investigation 
to ascertain whether or not the Balance Sheet of a particular Pund or Account 
jtruly reflects its financial position. 

2. An audit entails the examination of a Balance Sheet together with the 
books, accounts, and vouchers relating thereto in such a manner that the 
' auditor may be able to satisfy himself and honestly r-port that, in his opinion 
1 such Balance Sheet is properly drawn up so as to exhibit a true and correct 
> view cl the state of affairs of the particular fund, according to the information 
1 and explanations given to him, and as shown by the books. 

j 3. The proper auditing of large funds makes much work for busy offi¬ 
cers—but not nearly so much as does a protracted inquiry into accounts which 
'^J ave been allowed to get into a thorough muddle. 

4. Auditing must never be regarded as an irksome and unnccessury task 
to be performed perfunctorily to comply with the letter of regulations, nor as 
an impertinent inquisition into the capability or integrity of the person 
responsible for the fund. Audits are wisely ordained as a regular check that 
funds arc accounted for accurately and administered prudently. Officers 
responsible for the funds, however, experienced and consicntious they may be, 
have a right to expect and should welcome regular and really thorough au¬ 
diting as a re-assurance that all is well and that they have not overlooked some 
slip in their accounting or discrepancy in their stock. But unless the audit* 
really are thorough they are not merely useless, but dangerous, es they give 
a false sense of security. 

5. Now-a-days many funds have to be entrusted to officers with little ex’ 
perience of accounting. They should be particularly glad of the guidance 
which auditing officers can give than and of the protection audits afford 
against the troubles and temptations which may quickly follow, any muddle, 
carelessness or forgetfulness. 

. 6. The instructions laid down in regulations far the Indian Navy 

J (l.N.B.R. 2), Articles 530 to 532, must be followed fully and faithfully. 
Stocktaking, although not done by the auditors, is just as imf>ortant as the 
examination of accounts. A supply Officer should, as for as possible, be a 
member of every audit board but his presence does not mean that the other 
members need merely sign the audits when done by him; all members must 
akc a full part and bear equal responsibility for the thoroughness of th« 
audit. 
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7- It must be appreciated that inspection* by Staff Supply Officers and 
•other *.: reefs do not constitute audits but arc merely intended to ascertain 
vvheth -.count', are kept in the prescribed manner. 

, ,?• J p °* a proper check may be exercised on expenditure in non- 

P ' ,,r ' ion of the Commanding Officer should be taken before :&y 

ex. itur ov"i ion is incurred, as a token of which all vouchers re'st- 
• ing m the c;.prad; .."-e should be counter c gt.cd by him. 

0 - Amon; the nrmy and varied qualifications required by rn auditor* 
the most important one is that he must have a good knowledge of the manner 
■ in which the accounts have to be maintained. For the benefit of the e 
] who are called upon to audit various non-public funds, general instructions 
' arc laid down in the succeeding paragraphs as a guide. 

I Accounts Maintained 

I io. The accounts which are required to be kept in order to enable checks 
to be made by the auditors ere exceeding simple, as is also the form of stctc- 
.nent of acc Hint (form I.N. 340 order to be rendered to comply with the 
Regs. I.N. 

ii. The accounts are: ’ 

\,(. a ) A cash account, showing on one side receipts of money and on the 
other, cxpcnd:rure. A separate cash account should be. kept 
ku each subsidiary fund in audition to that of the mam fund. 

k r . I.N. 12 is e suitable form. 

j(i) A stock ledger or stock account when stock is carried, showing:— 

(i) Stock on charge at the commencement of the period. 

(ii) Value of the stock, item by item, and in the aggregate. 

(iii) Receipts of stock and value of stock received. 

(iv) Selling price of each item of stock. 

(v) Expenditure of stock and value at cost price of stock expend¬ 
ed. 

Note.—I n som: accounts • separate jatei book may b; kept for thU. In the c*,e of can¬ 
ter). recount* where n di co.nt i; all j v.-d o i pjrcha ;ei w lich, therefore, forms 

tire profit, the co t price will be (he ;ciljn? price at (iv) above. 

(vi) Remains of stock and total value at cost prjre whenever the 
account is closed. ThU should be monthly. N.S.O. 1S9 is a 
suitable form when a large number of items of stock arc car¬ 
ried. 

(r) Tradesmen Account. —An account of financial transactions grouped 
under each individual merchant, so as to enable indeedne?--. to be 
•scr-Tained at any moment. This should merely be the totci value 
of supplies received on rnv day and the amount of th; money paid 
_ _ to the merchant on any day. 

x wM Balance Sheet .—Statement of liabilities and asset* (Form I.N. 341) 
-J IS otherwise known as a ‘balance sheet* on the date the account was 

I 1 drawn up. 
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t#) tFmr Accounts. —In the case of wine accounts, the wane books 
(S. 252 .md S. 253) contain oil the requisite headings for keeping 
the cash account and the slock account, also the statement ol ha- 
biliucs and assets (Form I.N. 3-U)> already printed. A section is 
also povided in which to keep individual merchants accounts. 

The rulings of the various account shown in the wine book (S. 253) 
nay he regarded specimens of the type of accounts required lor 
other tunds where stocks are carried. A specimen of stock account 
s given at Appendix li. 

17 utg of cash account — 

. icck balance brought forward from last audited accounts. 

(b) Sre that each entry shown as a receipt and as an item of expen¬ 
diture is properly supported wherever possible by some voucher 
or if that is not available by evidence ol correctness. 

(<•■) 1 \ idcncc of receipts may be obtained from one or more of the 
following'— - 

(i) Letter accompanying remittance. 

(ii) Account of mess bills collected. 

(in) Signature of person pas ing-in-alongsidc entry in account. 

(iv) Re. -ru ol sale., (tins incluJcs records ol ' ikmg. from billiards 
anil other games). * 

(J) Evidence of expenditure should invariably be by receipted bill 
or cash memo or by signature *•: person paid, ( ate is to be 
taken to note date on the receipt, ar.f it is to be marked .Au¬ 
dited”. and initialled by the Auditing Officers to ensure that 
it i.innot be presented a second time Receipted bills should 
be ..neiully scrutinized. 

(el « *uvk totals and figures produced as balance. 

'! ft , ...i, balance in the account with actual cash and bank balance 

as shown on bank statement (when bark account is kept). 

(e) Examine anv unpresented cheques show n as part of the ba¬ 
lance. Any unpusented cheques dated prior to previous 
audit are only to he accepted if cause ot delay in paying in is 
<1 satisfactorily explained. 1 . 0 .Ls should not be accepted as 
pan of balance. Cashing private’ cheques ot individuals from 
j non-public funds is forbidden. 

(A ) 1 Check the balance of the cash account into ,.,e statement Form 
IN 34 ' 

(0 Sign the cash account on completion of the audit, and invariably 
give the date. 

(y) Undated entries and undated vouchers should be objected to. 

13 . Auditing the Stock Acciwn *— 

(o) Cheek each item of stock transferred from previous audited 
account. 

(ei Cheek cost price shown foi each item from previous account 
and from tradesmen’s bills or official canteen price lists received 

. since previous account. 
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(0 Check stock received during the period under audit from 
tradesmen’s hills and see that cost price of each item is correctly 
entered. 

(d) In ease of wine accounts and of accounts dealing with duty 
free tobacco and cigarettes, check receipts of stock with those 
shown in the Gangway Book. 

(e) Check totals of each item of stock transferred from previous pegc 
or account plus stock received. 

(/) Check totals of sales item by item. 

( g ) Check remains (i.e. total stock front previous account plus 
stock obtained during period under audit, less stock issued 
item by item. 

(h) Check totals of money received with value at selling price o 
stock sold. This money may be accounted for in either a sales 
or stock book or in the case of Canteen Accounts I.N.C.S. i 
and I.N.C.S. 2. If the money is taken b\ sailor verify that 
it is handed over daily for custody to the officer delegated for thi s 
purpose, or in the case of petty accounts, weekly, and signed by 
the Officer-in-Charge. The sums so received should be 
checked into the ca^h account f < sv paragraph 12 (r) 'iv) J. 

(1) When the stocks arc handled by sailor,, the auditors should 
ascertain how often the stock i* mustered. Gencrallyspeaking.it 
should be mustered by in officer weekly, except in the case of 
petty accounts when ir should be mustered monthly. If, in the 
opinion of the auditors, musters are net carried out a: suffi¬ 
ciently frequent intervals they are to report the fact. Stock 
taking is a matter of considerable importance. 

0) Gheck statement, signed by two men,hers of the committee of 
the mess or fund, of stock with remains shown ir stock account 
and check valuation which should be at cost price. Ensure that 
a certificate is attached to the effect that stock has not deteriora¬ 
ted and lost value. 

(k) Check value of stock remaining is correctly transferred to 
statement of assets contained in Form I.N. 341. 

(/) If excessive stocks are being carried 0 red with normal 
expenditure, the auditors should remark on this in forwarding 
audited statement (Form l.N. 341). Venturi s should also be 
forwarded on any appreciable losses of *lock. 

(to) In the case of tncss and wine funJs, ascertain if stocks arc insured. 
11 not insured and st >cks carrie 1 arc value I at over Us. 75 a 
head of officers borne, the auditors should report the fact. 

14. Examination of Tradesmen » Accounts .—In wine and other accounts 
where the same firms are dealt with on inure than one occasion, a record 
of transactions, showing moneys paid to the firm and value of goods or 
services provided by the firm should either be provided or constructed. 
Amounts owing to each linn should be ascertained and Form I.N.341 (Audit 
Form) should be checked to ensure that the amounts owing are shown as lia¬ 
bilities on Form I N. 341. Tradesmen’s accounts and receipts should be 
carefully scrutiniicd and it should be verified that they refer to the period 
under audit. 
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r». Sen: of the balance sheet (ttatoment of *«\<a «od Ur.b itet, 

JPcfi* LN. 341)— 

(a) Usijtiititi .— 

(i*, Check that ell ouutancLng Lulls cad accounts are enured (sat 

paragraph 11). 

(ii) Ccnfirjij thru dl outstanding orders, euhicripr’x.s, insurance 

E r:;nU'PiS #.Gd the like, for which t 5 » mce* or other fund may be 
# able (whether accounts have been receiv ed or not) ere 
included. 

(iii) Ensure that refpjlar ftradesmen htu'e confirmed the amount* 
shown as liabilities. 

CO 

(i) Ceje’r. money in cash box [See part graphs i ?(/), (g) and (A)]. 
L : (ii) Check balance as shown in brjtk with the bank’s statement cf 
* account. Verify that the bank’s statement is upto-dste. Should 
,. there be spy deques issued but not yet pc id into the bonk, psr- 
ticr'trs i h'.id be verified as far as possible from cheque book 
cc r ertoils or amount due as shown in the account*. If not 
*c rd, the auditors should recommend in their report that tJie 
vreatyter or holder of the fund should be called upon to pro- 
d‘'Co ? revi'ed bank statement el some Icter date [see also para- 
£c*ph 

<iii) Check value of stock at cost price with signed sUfemem f visit 
paragraph 13 (j) and (A)]. If pictures or other articles which 
arc the property of the mess arc claimed as assets, questions 
should be ached cs to how the valuation (which chould be signed 
by the Committee) has been arrived at. Usually, in the cnee of 
furniture or articles subject to wear and tear, an ample depre¬ 
ciation in "slue should be called for. If it is considered that 
the valuation is excessive, attention should be called to the mat¬ 
ter in the auditor’s report. 

(f (iv) If cay Government investment* ore held, check their value 
r either from interest vouchers or from a statement of purchi.se 
given by Bank or Post Office. Check that interest is being 
duly noted in the c~?h account when received. There should 
normally be evidence cither by interest counterfoil or in bonk 
recount. 

<v) Other items : Ensure that v dl audits of mass funds end wine 
accounts tiis certificate* on the reverse of Form I.N. 341 are 
completed. 

*6. Officers' truss and wine actcrmts — additional points for auditors ,— 

(e) Check that monthly mess biJLs and wine bills are correctly to¬ 
talled and that totals are correctly entered in cash accounts. 

(b) Check that all officers have paid their mess bills or, when not paid, 
that there is a satisfactory cxpl nation. Names of officers whose 
accounts have been outstanding for, say, ovct ten days without 
satisfactory c/ phnotion should be reported. 

•<c) Any irregularities which com'- to notice, such as one officer uriv;* 
another’s wine account, should be repotted. 








O rry out test chocks of wine chit bock counterfoil* If u<*d 
and check quantities with those entered in wine book. 

17. Miscellaneous points in connection tcith ouJitt — 

(a) Where the officer keeping the r.ccc _nt under audit is other th«n- 
the Supply Officer of the sli p or cstfibUshment, the cash brhnce 
end accounts of ail public sr.d c’her funds in the charge of the 
eh tear are to be produced tad examined at the ;aine \ irr.;. The: 
fact that this tins born done is to \y. noted by the auditors on the. 
Form I.N. 341. 

•/ (6) Cheek that G •nmending O'Seers’ authority exists for any bunk¬ 
ing accounts opened. 

(c) St-tan-nts of funds, subsidiary to mein non-public funds (e.g , 
library, pard-un, dubs, etc.) are to be signed by the Committees 

\ of the funds concerned. Usually, these subsidiary funds should- 
\ be brought into the main fimd audited statement. When, how¬ 
ever, these fiuids email considerable accounting they mey be kept 
and audited separately subject to the Commanding O. a car’s 

S/ concurrence. The opening of ail subsidiary or non-public funda • 
should have the approval of the GxTuntndiu- Of Jeers. 

(d) 1 In cl uicctioo wi’h the audits of & fund for the bmefu of sailors, 

a frequent procedure is for a detriled r tement of receipts and 
, expenditure grouped under headings coverin': the period of the 
audh to accomr ny the statement, Form I.N! 341. Such a state¬ 
ment is usu dly of intereit to the sailors end is more mteliHble 
! tl.-art the Form I.N. 341, rendered without cry clarifying 01 «up- 
. portingjsto’-i.t .at. Auditors etc rccc min ended to cnci.ir. e i,>c 
; production of u etc tement or this description for eventual display- 
on the Ship’s Company notice board. 

(*) Auditors should call attention to any undue prefits or erxeisive 
charges. 

18. Noth’03 in this guide is to be regarded as modifying or altering in 
say way the instructions relating to cuoits contained in P.egs., I.N. 

19. Specimens of a cash account i.ud of a page of stock account arc 
fhaisn ea appendices A and B to this Order. 

(Regs., I.N. Articles 530 to 53a.) 

(N.O. 347/57 it cancelled.) 






cc 1 son who belen.-od to S«v»I Fcrcos of ifcidlTided India, who had performed ocrvice at Saa for e rcrioi of not less than 180 days between 3.9 .'919 2.9 .1545 
aZi who notified"their claimc in the Banner prescribed in the proclamation wore ello^oi to participate la tho Price Honey. In the cas of death of a person 
^- 4 . 2,01 to j art ioipite, his share of Prize honey was made payable to hio repreoentative viz. wife, legitimate ohild, father or not car. 

nv, ♦o*al -mount o* India* ch&re of Prize I'.onoy inoludinj intoroat case to t 3,08,471-0-2 out of which a sun of t 1,4*,0-5—19-7 was apportioned by the 
•treticn of the PreiiUnt as Prize Hor.ey for distribution to Saval Po- conr.ol in Ia*ia* ?ho sanction of tho President wao conveyed to the Chief cf the Uaval 


tnd audit eto. of tho Prize i'eney on the linee similar to those edepted in reopcct other cei^ublio fluids. 

✓ 

?;• criers of tie Chief of tho Bevel Staff designating Itaval prise fund- as the non-nublie fund to rhlch ‘.teche^e for the e<-uivalont of 

t 1,db,C25-*.J-7 wac to be iaruei were conveyed to tho Controller of Defence AoO(«n»-> (Mary), *7 the level -eaiiuar'.ers, -<rr Belh- v^ie .o.ter -ute 

_ * . _ . _ . \ r. .i . _a _ -1 _ t 10 .'/l .79 P«- 4fMMi* Ev'fll Fund and cent 


Secretary of the furl, ar.i 17 31.1 ♦ ,'>•» -mo curu onTu« 
email ram of £:. 47.52 pi ice as bal ia the said aocount. 


detailed belcn*— 


Cn 25 ' 15-5 a sun Of 5 .5000/- »aa withdrawn la oaoh froa tho Saval Prise Fund- 'The anorunt ras received at tho Bank’a ocuntor bySV.ri P.L. Shame 
Sd « tao'ac*. ^7 • of1*5500/- 7ip“itod in each In the porocaal ..eeunt of Sari »*3. Jhirad, acouaod .ilk the Hat ion. 1 fc Orlndlay. 
iiah Lii.,(Llcyia brunch), Parlircont Stroot, Sow Belhl. 

r —V Lti.Chloyio Preach), Parlivauat Stroot, Ke* Bolhi. 


Parliament Stroot, ZTe*.7 Delhi. f 

^ / z%v:z?T>£.rz r^r .25 

(Hoyle branch), Farli'u.oat Street, Sew Bolhi. 

----- * 

Idi.,(Llcydo brunch), Perllancat Stroot, Sow Bolhi. 
bend I/ti. (Lloyie Brunoh), Farlianont Stroot, bow Bolhi. 
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r * s e-:s K^ss^-fcSj^is— 

Street, Sew Delhi. 

6 On 13 . 10 . 53 , a can of L.COOO/- was withdrawn In cast froa the Baval ?riae ^und. ?ho anount was received at the tx^-'e counter hr Shri 34 !. Jtted 

i^-ussi, rio cc tea sane day deposited ls. 4500 /- in his personal account with th« Batioaal and urindlaye Bank Ud. (Llcyie Brace-), fa.ll— - t , 
ffrr Solhi. 

Saw BaltJ. 

«*■ s sr.t^'ss: 

bo hai par 3 cr. 21 dealings* 

,r - iu 23 ~'°.£zz s ^^^atss^nfs ssyns ?s.5a*.vss5. 

Parlisnent Street, Set Delhi. 

1? * Sd 1 a 2 tt”L-..%°&il 5 3 !L‘;I"* 4 i c^^ tepZrtMdTm*of pI^oSwoc^t^Uh^H.Uaial i CrindW. tak Ltd. (Ucyd. 

Branch), Parlisnent Strait, Bcv Dolhl. 

for ^ITte 2 .“pS:^l fc :S 2 <at Bents?: Oder. is ne oorrp.peniing withdrawal of the ~t 
of ^. 2 C:C- 0 /— fres tho personal account of tho accucod with benka at 2 Iow Dolhl* 


aeeuaod, *bo « tht .«• icy, ^ ^ .aid beak to tho radnbhoy Sauroji Hoad. Icrb:y- 

£££*J"* for :^rL';L%^c-U L ;e^{ ert\: 1 :^«:i;ifh i ?L\\^ at Bents?: roaxw is ne oerrp.ponding withdrew. 1 of the «=«nt 

of :^ # 2 C: 00 /- fres tho personal account of tho accucod with banka at Slow Dolhl* 

,4 - ,5L=*s*on^s:^ihnjra=S: ssss.'s^^-SK- 

r<rr Delhi. 

15 - s ?^sssx*ste-a^rs2 ^r^Sisr^r^tiSr* wi0 


on tho oano deposited !b.4000/- in his parser, a 1 accoutre wixn xa® --'-- 

,s * 2 £-2* £™/w- 

:•«i:iii « “iso pilfEsXsr^ C«h 1 o *a. s-lcai; stech end Share Broker, Do- with when he had personal dealing.. , 

*• s -- --- 

1 ?. On 21 . 1 . 1 SC 0 , a run of Fa.ISCCC/- was wlthdrwwc in cash free the ^°vel Frlno ^d. Th^o^t Ts^recoi«^.t the tcr^ ccan.er t^^Shr^S-^Jhir-i^ 

:^^it itmZi «-—- 4 — *• 

Brokers la his personal capaoity. 


13. On 21.1.1SC0, a sen of F a.1500C/- -so withdrawn In c.sh fren th. 

a*a h?r^rd 0 ^^ «- — 4 - 4 —*• ~ o 

hrekora In his personal capaoity. 


Bow Delhi. 


21 . On 2 . 2.1360 a eur. of Fs.-CCCO/- wae withdrawn in cash from the Saval^ri*. scats' with'tho Batiooal t Sriniley. 

SSSrt: SShf^’J&SK und.«ontl«ed 3 tank draft, in fawcur of Stock and Share Broker. wi*h 


Bank L*.i. (llcyda T-raneh).Parlianent Street, Be* Delhi c 
when Shri 2^. fhlrai had personal deallnjo.^— 

yf^sUi. Ca^ 5 > 

. 0 ' - -'^v; 
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■4* 

(a) For L-.-0575.-30p in favour of li/o Chinan 1=1 J. Sila^ Bouts/* 

(b) For Ri.l62T.00 in favour of H/e LJ>. EoVnarl, Tcnlay. 

(e) For fe.12434.00 la favour of li/s Kbiajl Focnja and Sono Hce-ay* 

end Sons, vritb when bo had psroonal dealings. , _ _ __ 

. r -i r» 4 „q r v _4 Tho anour.t v/a 3 received at tho bank s coun.or by -ad 

24. £ accuaod^obtainod r£?££"«£ S32 'offellCOOO/- in favour of li/e Chinan 1=1 4. Dalai of Bo=^, .itb wboa 

bo b&l percent 1 dealine 3 * . .. w . « j 

r rr i V 7 jvivad. accisod Ltd withdrawn each ar.our.ta fron the ^aval Pr—e 1 
«v. investigation ban furti.r revealed that on son. *'«>£>«•“li&x^Sttwhoa be bad poraotal dealing, and for neking 

83 - tto ‘ at s ’ 30 - 110 24 eoe7# ' 

‘ ’ r_-i P.L. Sb.no. -b. rooolvad varioua andunt. at tba bank's o^tor, baa fatal fast aH tbs —t. -ere banded over b y bin to tb. ecoacd. Sbrd 

“• fr;.«. =.... - --—...—-«»—“•• - ,i » 4 “ - 

0T * Ti Z'~Z'. fact, diaoloae tb. emission of an offence u/e 409 IK by ari Jhired.accu.ed. 

Seen ef-.er «* re.-istraticn of the “«' *$>i*f : •*»** « e ~^tHdi^‘ofI|a^ r^irod/L'oucsd fro= 

esses z - -——— * *-• 


(attested] 

v— 

fcflil, Ciiof job:' - I dia£ j*4iW 

Belli. 


f / 0 ~ 

tftf Y«.\\ 

( q $ 

" sn.tu * ' 


Sd/- "i-vb*. 

(jnTEA :;.b3) 

DY.S0FDT. 0? PCLICS/SP3/CIX 1 1 1 

mSJ 121=1. 


,- t «•.<•* a •<•, •_ u•> 

r - » 


* \N 


» .»* ' 


‘ 1 • <•• 


t !• 




«*><*•* 


‘•* wi . A 

« ii** A 

>uua-* sC j. 

Ale.****’ 









ClH A U C ?_S 2.52 T 


SJ>.E.-C.F. 


Statics :iA(l)/C?2/CDX Dietrict Delhi Cihargo Sha®t lfo.24 

j:'re,tiirt3a tr.d occupation 

o: ccrpl«lr*mt cr inf crr«at ion . Sh. J.?. Shams, r updt. of Police,SPS/CIA 1 !*, ?ir:.t L.fomation 

C«S.X.,^rw Delhi. srcpcri timber. 


= and e. r*“C03 cf accused -*ar-a end eddrasaea o:' accused Prcporty (inoiuu-r.j weapons) 
fl 0 ^t_U£ for trial •_ _ porccns not e&nt up for trial found with particulars of 

whether arrested or not arrestod whore , when and by whoa found 
Is Ousted/ Or. ball or including abscor.dera,(ahow and whether forwarded to 

reccrninenco. abocensor 3 in red ink) kagiutrat*. 


H«C.15/66-Cli , I*« 


“ar a and addrosa of 

witnesses. 


Date 14.10.1963 


Date 2.7.1966 


Charge or inferraticn, nano of 
offence ar.d circur* 4 ar.c.'3 connected 
with it, in concise details, and under 
what section of law charged. 


ferror Judge 
Advocate General 
of tho iavy, -aval 
Headquarters, 
iritis try cf 
Defence, Few Delhi’ 
(not arrested) 


Ae por list attaohed 


Shri S.S. Jhirai (ILIJA3 2P2L-.S JnlTJLD) 
aecusd, Joined tho "aval Bssdtuurtsrs at 
-•’ew Dolhi in a Civilian ca-aoity at Juigo 
Advocate of the Float cn c 3 year centraca cn 
11.11.1946. His crntract was extended by a 
year but in • 1 S 50 , in consultation with 

tho U.P.S.C. ho waa finally declare! as a 
substantive Judge Advocato oi tin Ticct with 
effoct frer 1.9.1943. In the year 1957, his 
duaij.atica was changed ts Judre Afro-ate 
General of tho laid ion Jaty and he 
continued to tori: in that capacity till 
1*12.1964 when ho proceeded cr. letvo cn 
half pay. During tho afereaaii peric-d, 

Shri 2.J. Jhirci, accused, res a public 
servant 33 defined la Section 21 of the 
Indian Penoul Codo. 

Under tho Price Act, passed ry tho 
Government cf *h' Uaitoi Kinkier in Ics., 

194c, a decision rao token to c..f;o a 
grant of r rico 2!©r.«y cut cf the rrcooidc of 
Prico captured hi ’..'orli T e rII and rsccinei 
In tho Supreno Court Price Deposit Ac count, 
to such persons who rore cr hr.d beer, ccrburs 
of Hie —ajesty * a -aval ar.ii'nr jo Force a cr 
of the crc~* cfHia L'ajcsty's chips cf *ux 
or in the caeo of their death, to thair 
reprosentativo a . 

In pursuer.co cf t!s decision taken under 
the said act, an aegre.-at# sc cunt wua allocated 
to the Ir.dio—Pakistan Pool on dun do 7 a Joint 
proclosaticn oigr.ei 'ey the President of India 
and the Ccrrorr.or Gcr.errl ofTak&tan end issued 
■ icultcnoously free J»«w Delhi and Hnrachi cn 
1*2.1956, regulations governing tho distribution 
of the grrnt oat of ths proceed.* of Price 
captured in tho 2nd TTorld ^ar and allocated to 
ladia-Pakisttn Pool end ccnatitvtrd into the Fatal 
Price Fund, weerc issued. According to this 
joint procian&tim, individual officer* and 
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s^VSESStSsss sxrss&s&’snssss yas 

“<^in"*«r2lit*2t^f *MPriwBonoy £ the linos aiallar to there adopted In respect of other nen-publio — ds. 

_ _ .._ .w*«4ah eh«ui for the iittiTsldat ©f £ 1,43,025 


‘ #Sa C!-"-.Vth. of th. Itaval Stiff desisting -a.«l >rdro I*** » «* *~p£“ £* £££ & iTMZ ' 

.„ oil. iJSi cSiwod to tho Controller of DofonO. Accents (Ca^.tetey, by So. *£* «i *«t it to the th« Cbl-f 

Controller of Csfsncs Aesouats (3avy),3eabhy, then iseruod a,°^' U * h : or -I-i4*<ca signed by Vico Adsiral 3.D. Eatari, Cerr.edcro C.S. Eapoar and 
:fvns ’>7al Staff, Vic. Airiral 2.3. P-atarl. On rscolpt of tbs oho .no, s re olu„on c^nod oy .aeo^ u-^ ^ b , 0 , OAOi , 7l . b the Central lie! ef 

ari 22. Jairel, acr.soi, nos poeeod in Deooubor, 1>58, that ^ ; f . h0 %£,*„ aiy.etorios to tho resolution oho none dooeritoi as 

T .~V. -,‘oi 2-t-.ch, Con Coifed, and that tho account could be op ora tod ./one et -ho tnro . ? t v a . Mn Staff Officer (i'aval lew). 

aiair.Isirators Of tho fundi nit a tho o^ter-si.^e. of th. Secr.t.ry ^ 7^, accu^ t^Vo oihir aduiniatrator, end Shr 1 P.t, 

r* e . e . t v*i r . ar.i tho account rura oroalaz **<» 4at0 - 15.12*5o 4uy - -y „ +. Controller of defence Accounts (^cvj), lc? uy* 

: • vzzzrjz StS5X^SS*^2^s-^2i^{*t!S^. «• — *— -- — * 

snail sub of K.47.52j»Ase »a balance In the said acoount. 

Oho inroad drat len has revealed that while a part of the arithdrraalo was mnda ^yjrsjr of d^«“®a^yl-^I^Orderi to core other entitled personnel 
*=««» pirseunel end by transfer* t'4’.atd £vu 1 ?£2V& through 91 £*»• -U-d by Sari ^. Jhirad aoeuaoi 

the cal or pertica o. t.-.o entrant, ..aa w-*"*,"? ^"/p L ^-arca ns the Eocrotary of tho fund. She investipation aas fu. .hor .evealOa t-at — - 

rrlS wS^.^SSilS'rS^S withdrawn 1st each free Kaval Pries iUnd at the B«**e counter. 

“**“* ** » _ah. r.«al TVfsi flcscunt durlnT 


^■•‘^^“■^• Kesnolhl or utilised various anounte for tho pureh.ao of tunic drafts ty w ■ ,4 Vc^onci^, free 2?.S.«0 

brohers With vh-n’ho had iouilncu in bis paraonal cor.-.oity or ca'edni caeh poynenta^to thon.^2. 1^ hl3 capacity as public servant end 

of trust in reboot'of L-.d^.OSl.dOp.iee « *•*•«•* 

_ ^_....+Vrt *a«5r*« eountor ty S^ri 


CLlo-' s urrr*ca; -- . , . 

Stoci: and Share Erohoro, Bcchay, with whom bo had personal dealings. ^ 

2 * V^lMOpZZ poreonal^ooount'with t^Tatdonll A Crlndlay. -anfe Ltd.(Uoyis 

CrlnehJ, ?arlla=ont Straot, Sera Delhi. . , _ v - < . 

3 On 7 9 1973, « res of ?J.15,000/- was withdrawn in cash froa tho HaTei Pr^ f“^. »a M<rat^s roeelv^.^tho b-^i^ whoa he 

zSffitizs.;kx £c2KUsr*,ss **.■= ts^.!-«s2.“^-rs^3 «. - 

aetcant for the cash piyronts of Ei.4000/-cade hy hto. 

^ ssws?srs. 1 ^j=s^tss^ ta^s. 

5. r^eSr: C JT.S«^--/jxtbd,™. dr. tr^^onilTcr^Uya 0 ^;^.^ 1 

s!=. Jhirsd aotucod who ca tho sane day obtained a dra.t for h.jOCOO/- against oaan p ^ Br0 , ar3 , 3e= hay. with whcc he 

Purthor 1 thfl V accused {aid a sun of £.10000/- in cash to B/e. Bharat Bhu.h« and Co. Delhi, nth 

a* aai !• iliac* ^ hl * oL^ncXtj , •„.. . ,> 

j **i ai4 »-ulC 

Ke'l/I -W. 
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6 Cn 14.9.60, a run of £.35,000/- was withdrawn In cash froa the Tawal 2L»e^w^L^rcLL.Lat lLal^ Crindlays 'Lfe ltd. (Lloyds Irenes),Lew 

‘ sur-ii^s sysrstfus as: &*«&■*; »■■••* -*■»-• « *-» *“•“ “ "* ”“ =,i> *■* 

decline* In ill* p.raoa.l .spaoity. , „ . . , 

t. - s £,sss^s s ^t^s-«?4sar. i ns3&’sr&: sss '->“•» 

=. S-.T&Is $■££••££ 2 rsras straws*: tt-tss — 

jjj 'a ^ ^ ^ _ , 

* *££•%?! s&s3^t^5rs££ij^rsvs.«2Si*»<*>.*’ 

Parllsnant Stra.t, !i. Bolt!. f ^ c _ t - ? »_^ Jtlxtd 

io * 'ts&X'i s sr^i — 

«*ffT7 £>Cihi* ( | t y p„ v 4 ? f J^ixli 

,,. OS 11.10.1960, a « cf fc.£C,CC0/- waa .!**£ *£> V^'&SZl SW5t“tf &. 

-cued had d.alins. - «. — f bv _ £7 ^ 

«• 5^°;^ ^ ; £°£®r: >• sr;:u. w* «* 

Saar# Brokers, Lesley ''111 when bo hsi porsen.l doolinso. _ _ 

«• s jfi 1 , 0 ;?^: ss t SaSS^r-S! :i “ ei) 

Pa-liaroat Street, Tow Bolhl. 4 _ - 

K, Or. 4.11.19*0. a aur or 1,14,000/- wae withdrawn ^&£tfS?J5X 

JitTid accused, Sic or. fee sss® day dopoaitod a sun or FL.14,uuu/- m oaoa un r 

Brunch), Pirliunont Ctroot, 3«w Bolhl. ^ Si 

1 r On 2 ~ 11.1J6C, a rns of r,2OC0/- won withdrawn In cash fron the SavalPris. Furl. ^lLst oak* u.nd°ShIr. Brokers, Bolhl with whoa to Lai 

;sii- : -iss^-.ssr£a»:as^ri2*atf»»/■• «• *»*• «“ 

16. On 19.12.1960, a run of ru.40.000/- ran withdrawn in cash froo lets'll LLhe^tlLalTorir.ilaya Bank Ltd. (Ueyi. 2r-nch), 

3.3. Jbirad, accused, who on the ca=o day tendored a cum ° f 3 *^* l « to the Eonboy Branch of the hank for poyrantef -/.. 1.0. 

EStf* Lar. Brefr. of Lenbey with when th. accua.i had d**W 

in his personal cijjOity* . v v r cv** 

17. Oft 27.-2.1560, a » Of *.95,000/- was withdrawn In oaah fS» tt.^.l^rU* STs”ta£l «d OrMUn Unk ltd. 

7 lL. fr-si accused, Who on the ear., day dopo.it.d a »n ***-1’*»°£ £ L h tol/s SJ. Ssi C al and ru.JOCO/- in ca.h to */. -aar.t 

2a 2rs>.,KSS5 , £ri^s.‘si^r^-ASw - - u- —*»• M „ 

18. On 9.1.1961, a cu= of Fu. 5 1C00/- wo. withdrawn In c.ek fron^t. «.«1 Brls^fnnd.. ^ f “^L^/” e aLji‘ t Pocnd. andS®. .ni anott« hank 

LijtlSt l"®riS T^oTo^lVXZrU hath K and .iari hreiror. of Benhay with whoa, tf -ecu... tod d.aW dn 
p.r.enol oapaaity .. _.. .v. B «mtar hr Stri 


,sr - ?, ,8 ^2r: e :»™ wto t'Sf&r:^sissj". - s^.^r^'p^.i^ocount :itt-tr. c ;irdLri 

(Hiyda Branch), Pariianont Str.ct, Br-S’wT^«“^-4 
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On 1’.1.1961. a sun of r:.250CO/- wac withdrawn In cash from the Laval Prise Fund. The amount was received at trio band's counter by Shri 3.2. Jbirad, 
accusal who on -he samo day deposited a cun of Pa. 1200/- In cash In bis porsonal aoeount with the National 4 Grind lays Bank ini (Lloyds art neb) 


Parliament Stroet, Sew Delhi. 


21. 0- 15.4.1961, a sun of 'V0,000/- was withdrawn in easb xren tee Bavai rrize jvua. vso ameunx '..as receives ax is. oa.-j. a 'v --•—** — > 

a cessed i no cn the ears ley paid Ps.10,000/- to Ehri MO*. Salgal and Ea.7275/— to Shri Dev Saigal, Stock end Ebcre Brokers of Delhi, with Them ba bad 
dealings in bis personal capaoity. Both the payments were cade by the accused ia cash end there is no withdrawal of the amounts from hie personal 
tank accounts. 

22. Cn 25.4.1961, a sun of Ef.’OCCO/- was withdrawn in each from tha Ilaval Prise Fund, "ho amount was received at the bank's counter by ^nrl 3.3. Jblrai, 

aesusoi, ISO a» the Sana day deposited a sum of lb.29,GOO/- in cash in bis personal account with the Latianal 4 Orindlcys Bank Ltd. (Lloyifl Branch; 

Parlianont Streat, Lew Delhi. 

22 . Cn 4.5.1551, e sum of L:.2C,CC0/- was withdrawn ia cash from the Scval Prise Fund. The amount was received at the bank's ecunterby Shri 2.2. fair ad, 

o'oeusei, who, cn tho sane day deposited a sum of Ei.20,0Ci/- ia exx’a hla personal account with the national and Orindlays Bank Ltd.(Lloyde Branch) 

Parliament Street, Dew Delhi. 

24 . On 16 . 5.1551 a ran of &.25,000/- wae withdrawn in ca h from the Xaval Prise Fund. Ohs anour.t wa3 roeoivod at the bank's counter by Shri 2-1. Jbirad 
who on tho sane day deposits! a sum of E:.20,000/- on each in hie personal account with the L'at local 4 Grdndlayo Bank Ltd. (Lloydeiranch) Parliament 
Street, Lew Delhi. 

The investigation bee further rovealad that on some occaslono whon Shrl B.2. Jblrai accused hod withdrawn cash ocounta from tho Lave. Prlrc, Fund, he 
had mode eomo other payments of large amounts in caeh to Stock and Share Brokers with whaa he had personal dealings end for caking rack payments there were no 
concurrent withdrawals froc his bank accounts. Similarly there were no withdrawals from the personal bank aooounts of the accused for payments or deposits 
mole by Sari 2.3. Jbirad accused or on his bokalf ac contionod at Sdlos.l >0 24 above'. 

£■--2 p.l. Shcrma who roceivod various amounts at the bank's oounter, has stated -that all tho amounts were handol over by him to the accused, Sari Bw>. 

Jbirad. 

Some of tho Laval personnel who wore ontitled to a share of Prise Soney have, on boine examined, stated that they did not recoive theirohre of Prise 


Tie above foots disclose ths oommlosion of an offenco u/s 409 IPC by Ehri 34:. Jbirad accused. 

Scon after the registration of the case Shri 3.2. Jbirad aceuaod left the oountry and has not returned to India so far. He le roported to be at 
Ssitaarlaai and hor.oe could not be arrested in this case. It is prayed that proceedings for the extradition of Shri 3.3. Jbirad accused free Ewitrerltnl 
may kindly he initiated and thereafter tho accused may be dealt with according to law- 
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